”- 



Mr. Felt _ 

Mr. Baker_ 

Mr. Bates —'- 

Mr. Bishop - 


Mr. Call a’-an - 

Mr. Cleve’and - 

Mr. Conrad - 

Mr. Dclb *7- 

/ 1 


Mr. fcnktn* - a 

Mr. Marshall _ 

Mr. Miller, ES. WL . j 
Mr. Ponder_ jll 


Mr. Scvart 
Mr. Wallers 
Tele. Room 
Mr. Kinlcy . 


Mr. Arm.-t^ong 
Ms. Her wig — 
Mrc. Noe ran _ 


DANIEL ELLS3ERG LECTURED AS SCHEDULED AT SEVEN’ P. M., 
INSTANT DATF, AT LENTZ GYMNASIUM, EASTERN ILLINOIS IJNIV£R c ITY, 
CHARLESTON, ILLINOIS, TO AN ESTIMATED NINE HUNDRED - THOUSAND 
PERSONS, MIXED STUDENTS AND GE M ERAL ADMISSION, CONCERNING 
CONTENTS 0 r HIS SOOK "THE PENTAGON PAPERS" AND HIS REASONS 
FOR DISSEMINATING CLASSIFIED DO CU HE NT S CONTAINED THEREIN. 
ELLS3ERG LECTURE •■'AS NOT INFLAMMATORY A Nn IS CHAR^CTFEITED ac 

* • 4 

HIS OPINIONS OF ERRONEOUS AND IMMORAL U. S. GOVERNMENTAL 
DECISIONS V'HICH CAUSED HIM TO REVEAL CLASSIFIED DOCUMENTS AS 
A MEANS OF BRINGING THESE DECISIONS AND POLICIES TO THE 
ATTENTION OF THE AMERICA” PEOPLE. ELLS3ERG STATED THAT THE 
PENTAGON PAPERS REVEALED TN DOCUMENTARY FORM WHAT A SUCCESSION 
OF U. S. PRESIDENTS KNEABOUT VIETMAN, rJLfl? oW/ 1 hlESTHFY 



A 




_ j 7,/ •> (- * */ / / 

TOLD THE AMERICAN PEOPLE A?OUT IT. HE ^TATED THAT HE HA n _R _ 


END PAPE OUE 
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SI 65-1274 
PAGE TWO / 

A PART OF " A SYSTEM FROM TOP TO BOTTOM WHICH LIES TO EACH OTHER 
BY REFLEX, AND (LIES) TO THE AMERICAN PEOPLE BY CONVENIENCE." 

HE STATED THAT HE WENT TO TONY RUSSO ON SEPTMESER THIRTY, NINETEEN 
SIXTYNINE AND FOUND ftjxEROX MACHINE TO REPRODUCE THE PAPERS IN 
HIS POSSESSION TO BRING THESE LIES TO THE ATTENTION OF THE 
AMERICAN PEOPLE. HE DEFEND IS HIS ACTIONS BY STATING THAT THERE 
WAS NO CONGRESSIONAL STAP’TORY BASIS FOR PROSECUTION AMD STATED 
THAT HIS CONVICTION WOULD SUPPRESS THE FIRST AMMENDMENT RIGHTS 
OF INDIVIDUALS AND OF THE PRESS. 

THE LECTURE TERMINATED WITH A QUESTION AND ANSWER PERIOD 


WHICH ELLSPEPG USED TO P^I^aRILY ENDORSE THE CANDIDACY OF 
SENATOR MC GOVERN AND TO BF°*TE THE POLICIES OF PRESIDENT NIXON. 
ADMINISTRATIVE: 

RE BUREAU AIRTEL TO SPRINGFIELD SEPTEMBER NINETEEN LAST. 

ATTENDED 

INSTu/aT LECTURE WITHOUT INCIDENT. 
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NR 033 S 


&SSSSSR 


| CODE 


11:15 AM URGENT 10-4-7? DET 
TO.^ACTING DIRECTOR (65-7*360) 
FROM FAN ANTONIO (65-1W) (P) 


FIO. 


TilurOP-6 


IP 



o 

Imc lek. 


13 


Mcrshall - ^ 

£ 


Mi. _ 

Mr P<7*m_ 

Mr Pb'-oo _ 

Mr. Cci’n'-nn _ 

Mr. Cb olcnd . 

M: Conrad _ 

Mr. i.’ol _____ 
Mr. Jenkin* 


m 1 ! 1 : 

Mr. Soy cm __ 

Mr V/alters _ 

Tele. Boom _ 

Mr. Kitilcy _ 

Mi. Armstrong 

Ms. Her wig _ 

Mrs. Neenan._ 



p EBU*IRTELF TO ALBANY, V .A°CH SIXTEEN, LAST, AND AURUCT 
THIRTYONE, LAST. 

FOR INFORMATION OF BUREAU, SEPTEMBER TH p EE, LAST, ISSUE 
OF SAN ANTONIO EXPRESS CONTAINED ARTICLE STATING DANIEL SLLS3 rp ? 
WILL SPEAK AT EIGHT P.M., THURSDAY, CCTO^E 0 n' ,r , '’EXT, AT 
TRINITY UNIVERSITY, SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS. 

ON OCTOBER THREE, LAST,] 

AS A MATTER OF COURSE THE UNIVERSITY RECORDS SPEECHES BY 
VISITING LECTURERS. SOURCE STATED HE WOULD 03TAIM RECORDING 
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cc.M,\:u\'iCATio;,'s section 

• jt 4 1372 
|H- 

TELETYPE 


NR001 

BS CODE 

1:30 P 

10-4-7? 

TO 

•ACTING OIPECTOR 65- 


LOS ANGELES 105-^79 


SAN FRANCISCO 

FROM 

BOSTON 65-5036 


DMD URGENT 


65-6076 


Mr. Bckcr . 

Mr. Berths _ 

Mr. Bishop _____ 

Mr. Ccllahan __ 

Mr. Cleveland _ 

Mr. Conrad _ 

Mr. Dalhfy ___ 

Mr. JonVins _____ 
Mr. Marshall J r 

I jy$ Miller. Z$y_ 

'Mr. Ponder ___ 

Mr. Soyars _____ 

Mr. Welters _ 

Tele. Bcom_ 

Mr. Finley __ 

Mr. Armstrong _ 

Ms. He:wig _____ 

Mrs. Noe-an ___ 





C 


MC LEK/- SIO, BUDED OCT. FOUR, I NET A NT. 

RE BUREAU NITEL TO BOSTON, ET AL, OCT. THREE, LAST. 



REVIEW OF SAN FRANCISCO REPORT OF 
DATED ICT. TWELVE, SEVENTY, ENTITLED 
SM - MISCELLANEOUS (KEY AC T IVIST)," BUREAU FILE 

BOSTON FILE 

DISSEMINATION OF THIS RE p 0RT WITH IN BOSTON DIVI‘ 
REVIEW OF SAN FRANCISCO D FP0“T war MAOF 3Y| 

ON OCT. FOUR, INSTANT. 

END 

RES FBI WASH CLR 







'/« oC 


Wh 


ctAOT- 



9 70C V 201972 





























S' 


fTD-36 (R«v. 5-23-64) 


fallowing in 


F B I 

Date: 10-2-72 


Iransmit the f<| 

Via AIRTEL 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


C 





ING DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 


CLEVELAND (65-3521) (P) 


ilMC LEK> 


J SI0 


Re Cleveland airtel to Bureau, 9-22-72. 



has furnished 

reliable information in the past, advised DANIEL ELLSB2RG is 
scheduled to attend a fund raising dinner on\October 4, 1972, 
at 12:00 noon at the residence of Dr. RICHARD^sTOERNE, 428 
Dansel Street, Kent, Ohio. TOERNE is an Associate Professor 
of English "at Kent~StaTfe Dniversity, (KSU). * l s 

6 ts 

The dinner is being offered at a $10.00 donation 
in an effort to raise defense funds for ELLSBERG as well as 
funds for the Portage County, Ohio Chapter of the American 
Civil Liberties Union (ACLU). TOERNE is known to be associated 
with ACLU, and was previously active on KSU campus condeming 
the shooting of students by National Guardsmen in Kay, 1970. 


Source further advised ELLSBERG is scheduled to . 
make a speech to the student body entitled, "Government 
Secrecy and Personal Responsibility" on the "Commons" at KSU 
between 4:00 FK and 6:00 PM.. In conjunction with the speech, 

jREC- 2 f L t'lUio o ~ il?>J 7 


( 2 )- Bureau (RM) 

2 *- Los Angeles (105-27952) (RM) 
2 :- Cleveland 


G JS r Imp 

( 6 ) 


c 

kj 


T-102 


9 7 nnT? 01972 

Approved:___ 


Sent 



FF1CE 


Special Agent in Charge 


GPO : mo O - 403 -TW 





































65-3521 

ELLSBERG is scheduled to have a film made on campus. The 
speech is sponsored by the ACLU and the Vietnam Vets Against 
the War (WAW). 


Based on the geographical area of ELLSBERG's 
speech' on KSU and the explosive nature of the student body 
on KSU campus, Cleveland is not in a position to assure full 
security in successful recording ELLSBERG's comments. 
Accordingly, coverage will be maintained through news media 
and established sources only. 













UNITED STATES GOV^.JMENT 


Memorandum 

1 - Mr. E. S. Miller 

1 - Mr. C. D. Brennan 


r ttv 

1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 

to Mr. E. S. Miller| 

DATE: 10/6/72 


1 - Mr. J. R. Wagoner 

from C. D. Brennan./® 



• J) \ 

SUBJECT: i MC LEK 




linker_ 

Hates 

Bishop _ 

Callahan_ 

Cleveland _ 

Conrad _ 

Dal bey _ 

Jenkins _ 

Marshall _ 

Miller. E.S. — 

Ponder _ 

Sovars _ 

Walters - 

Tele. Room _ 

Mr. Kinlev _ 

Mr. Armstrong 
Ms. llensig . 
Mrs. Neenan 


The following is to record the fact that Depart¬ 
mental ^Attorney Benjamin Flannagan, who is handling civil 
suit recently filed in District of Columbia by Daniel Ellsberg, 
et al, has extended date for FBI to respond to questions in 
the suit to 10/20/72. 


On 9/19/72, civil action number 1879-72 was filed 
in District of Columbia by Daniel Ellsberg, Anthony Russo, 
their attorneys and consultants naming former Attorney General 
John Mitchell and others including Acting Director Gray, as 
defendants. Suit seeks information regarding wiretaps on 
the plaintiffs. 

Department, by letter dated 9/22/72, requested by 
10/9/72, Bureau furnish answers to questions in the suit and 
advise which allegations of the complaint should be admitted 
or denied. 


There are 19 plaintiffs and current research being 
done by the field and the Bureau indicates voluminous over¬ 
hears involving eight of the plaintiffs. Most of this infor¬ 
mation has been disseminated outside the Bureau in letterhead 
memoranda or reports. The locating and duplication of the 
necessary documents is so extensive that Departmental Attorney 
Benjamin Flannagan has extended the date for Bureau response 
to 10/20/72. 


ACTION 


JRW: bl\$ 
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iREMtf Qc 


None for information. 
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Mr. M 


FTB029 10-11-72 3:56 PM GXC 
STATE 039 

1:30PM URGENT 10/11/72 JMD 
TO ACX^NG' DIRECTOR (105*3®S?£0) NR 261-11 
TRnw «aa^^mw> s5-s27) ip 

>r—\ 

mclek) sio 


REBUCAB OCTOBER TEN, LAST. 

INFORMATION SET FORTH IN SAN FRANCISCO AIRTEL AND LHM, FEBRUARY 


Mr. To It_ 

Mr. 1 o! *r ___ 

V' r>v._ 

[ %ir. TW.-.-w, _ 

; Mr. c-v^r.jn _ 

j :i». c>v->id_ 

l Mr. T >:;1*»cy__ 


i SftlXnzI 

Mr. fonl r _ 

Mr. 5 oy.ii*__ 

Mr. \\\ }u.z* _ 

i Tele, h c .n _ 

! V' V«: Ip- _ 


j M. Ai uticr.^ 



. \ 


THIRTEEN, NINETEEN SEVENTY, CAPTIONED 
ON FEBRUARY TWENTY-SIX, NINETEEN SEVENTY, T0| 


lAS DISSEMINATED 



NO ADDITIONAL DISSEMINATION MADE. 


END 
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iBEC-211 


^ ^ - • ji- 

15 0CT 17 1972 v 




JB VDM 

clr9 TOW 2 01972 






t 


t 

\ 

i 


3rd cc Mr. Schwartz 




























rmrr.i bupcau of initstication 

CO.’.i .lU.'.’JCATlONS StCTlOiNI 


‘I 


URGENT 9-28-7? JAM 

/ 



Iff 006 B3 CODE 
135 PM 

/ 

f.TO: ACTING ^DIRECTOR 65-74060 
LOS /NGELES 105-27952 

SAN FRANCISCO 65-607 6 

FRO ft BOSTON 65-5236 ONE PAGES 


ATTN: DOMINTEL 


~\ 


A ! ii 

MC LEKy- SIO. ~ 


RE SAN FRANCISCO TELETYPE TO BUREAU, SEPT. 
TWENTYSIX, LAST, AND BUREAU TELETYPE TO BOSTON, SEPT. 
TWENTYSEVFN LAST. 


ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEY JOSEPH NIELAND, 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY* S OFFICE, WAS 
CONTACTED ON THIS DATE AND ADVISED HE HAD NO OBJECTION 
TO AN INTERVIEW OFgjBSSSSS^BV WITH HIS ATTORNEY 
AT SAN FRANCISCO CONCERN I NGfHQ^^BB^^ALLEGATIO NS 

DANIEL ELLSBERG. BOSTON 
SUGGESTS THAT SAN FRANCISCO MAY DESIRE TO AWAIT 
RECEIPT OF RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION BY ARLINGTON., MASS. 


POLICE DEPARTMENT PRIOR TO INTERVIEW OF 

:h 



Mi. Felt 

Mr. Bcker _ _ 

Mr. Bate* _ 

Mr. Bishop 

Mr. Callahan ._ 

Mr. Cleveland _ 

Mr. Conrad - 

Mr. Dalbey _ 

Mr. Tenkins 

Mr. M-rihal_. 

Mr 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr So v mi 

Mr. Walter* 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Kir.ley 

Mr. Ar:nstion q _ 

Ms. Htrwig 

Mrs. Nee nan _ 




djft L / 
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'/'7 A l ' ,f ‘- 

:j OCT 17 IF'* 


END 


FWB FBI WASH DC ACK FOR ONE 

97001201372 


ST-102 


f 


rv/i 




t 


1 




* ■ 


"r* «« ■■ irw 4 ■ ■ 

<* . — **• * 4 - T 




> >> Hi r 

























fcontu curx-.u of instigation 
COMMUNICATIONS SUCTION 


NR 024 LA CODE 
8:04 PM URGENT 9-21-72 AXV 
TO ACTINGJDIRECTOR (65-74P6P) 
BOSTON (65-5236) 


SEP 2 11372 

/r 

TEUTTYPH'' 

ATTN: D I D 



NEW YORK (65-25 64) 


,A 

r> 

' SAN FRANCISCO (65-6076) 

FROM LOS ANGELES (1P5-27952) 2P 


n \ 

MC LEK; SIO. 


Mr. Felt - 

Mr. Baker- 

Mr. Bcrtet - 

Mr. Bishop — 

Mr. Callahan 
Mr. Cleveland 
Mr. Comad — 

Mr. Dal bey -^ 

Mr. Jenkins 


-77 



/ 


Mr. Manball * 

Mr. Millet. ES. 

Mr. PrndeT — . * « ■— 
Mr. Sevan —L. — 

Mr. V/alters J- 

Tele. Room_- 

Mr. Kinley -— 

Mr. Armstrong - 

Ms. Her wig - 

Mrs. Noenan - 



RE SAN FRANCISCO It I TEL SEPTEMBER TWENTY LAST, CAPTIONED ' 
fjL;^ E T AL, COPIES DESIGNATED TO RE¬ 

CIPIENTS MC LEK FILES. 

IN THE EVENT^^^^m^^^^jmPjjfr'IAY HAVE KNOWLEDGE 
OF, OR WERE INVOLVED IN THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE PENTAGON 
PAPERS IN THE BOSTON AREA, JUNE - JULY, SEVENTY ONE, RECIPIENTS 
CONDUCT THE FOLLOWING INVESTIGATION: 

BOSTON: CONTACT ARLINGTON, MASSACHUSETTS PD AND DETER¬ 

MINE FULL DETAILS OF MURDER OFj 

REVIEW INDICES AND CONTACT SOURCES TO DETE^JW^lf f ■) 





\ were involved in extremist group 


//<?■• 


ACTIVITY, boston area. 
END PAGE ONE 
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LA 105-27952 
PAGE TWO 

LOCATE AND INTEPVIE’j(J|^H^^PARENTS RE 
ALLEGATION THAT COPIES OF PENTAGON PAPERS IN THEIR POSSESSION. > 

NEW YORK: REVIEW (HIHB FILE F0R INFORMATION CONCERNING 
HIS WHEREABOUTS DURING SUMMER, SEVENTY ONE OR 
ANY OTHER INFORMATION WHICH WOULD SUBSTANTIATE OR DISPROVE 
THE ALLEGATION. 

SAM FRANCISCO: RECONTACT ATTORNEY 
TO DETERMINE Ii^Qm^^wOiJLD BE AMANA5LE TO INTERVIEW WITH 
8U AG ENTS AT THIS TIME. DO NOT CONDUCT INTERVIEW WITHOUT 
FRIOR BUREAU AUTHORITY. 

ALL OFFICES SUBMIT RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION TN REPORT 
FORM UNDER ELLSBERG CAPTION. SAN FRANCISCO INCORPORATE 
INFORMATION FURNISHED BY NATHANSON IN REFERENCED NITEL IN 
NEXT REPORT. 


END 
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COMMUNICATIONS Cl CHON 



NR238 NYiCODE 
119 AX9f?3-72 

9-22-72 CJR 

'0 ACTING DIRECTOR 65-74 AS 0 ! 
ATT DID 

BOSTON 65-52.3 6 
>' LOS ANGELES 105-27952 
SAN FRANCISCO 65-6076 
FROM NEW YORK 65-2.5 64 IP 



f 


Mr. Felt 


Mr. Baker _ 
Mr. Bales _ 
Mr. Eis^ap 


Mr. Cr. Per'em 
Mr. Ckv ’and 

Mr. Conrad _ 

Mr. Dek-v 
Mr, 

Mr 
Mr. 

Mr. Pender 
Mr. Soyars 
Mr. V/alters 
Tole. Boom 
Mr Kinley . 


. Pel «v_„ y 

’. Jenkins -—J\ f 

. Marshall _ LJft 

. Miller, ELS. 1 


Mr. Armstrong 

Ms. Herv/lg _ 

Mrs. Neenan _ 


, ( 

> MC LEK;/ SIO 


J 


REFERENCE LOS ANGELES TELETYPE TO BUREAU, SEPTEf^FR 
TWENTY ONE, SEVENTY TWO. f 

0N PEING 

DICTATED UNDER ELLSBERO CAPTION. 

END 

c**-\0* 

« > 

AKK FOR THREEE PLS ^ '/ •• * 

BJM FBI HftSHDC 


RECVD THREE TELS 
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ftMRM BUREAU OF INV1STIGATI0N 
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

OCT 161972 

TELETYPE 


NR 01 PG CODE 
3:50 PM URG£Hfl 0-16-72 

-TO: A^flNG DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) (62-318) 

FROM: SAC, PITTSBURGH (92-47 SUB 2) 



SIO 


Mr. Fell _ 
Mr. 


Mr. Prrtr* --— 

Mr. BisV.^r_ 

Mr. CrPriVcn_ 

Mr. C.cvi’r.J-d 


Mr. Corned 

Mx. Pc i: rv_ 


Mr. JerVini 
Mr. Mct'hk 


Mr. hfy* \\ 



rs. 


\y 


Mr Pond or __ 

Mr. Soy cm _ 

Mr. Welter § __ 

THe. Boom _ 

M;. Kinley _ 

Mr. Armstrong _ 

Ms. Hcrwig _ 

Mia. Neonan _ 



RE NEW HAVEN TELETYPE TO BUREAU AND OTHERS DATED OCTOBER 
TWELVE, SEVENTY TWO. 

^ THERE IS NO INDICATION PITTSBURGH FILES, AS REVIEWED BY 

r r~ _ - 



iTHAT INFORMATION FROM 
REGARDI 

THE PITTSBURGH OFFICE. 



WAS FURTHER DISSEMINATED BY / 


END 

JRM FBI WASH DC 
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J T 7L l rT / c / nr ' , r ' r ' 

ACT!')? DI , ’ ,r CT0'' t FT. I (S C -74C60) (ATT^CIO) 

/ 

LOS ANGELES (l <75-^795?) 

popCft-.i ppy.!rrcpn (•J^-SS’ 7 S) 
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Mr 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 




7 Mr. 
r' Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Trie 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Ms. 
Mrs, 


Felt __ 

Coker _ 

Be \ry _ 

Bishop_ 

Coliahon _ 
Cleveland 

Cor. rad _ 

Dal h .*y . _ 

Jenkins _ 

Marshall _. 
Miller. EJS. 

l*ordrr _ 

Soy uts_ 

W%ilicrs _ 

'. Boon _ 

iTiricy _ 


Arrasi/cng _ 

Her wig _ 

Nee-nan ____ 
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HE~TP FV CE S A *’ "CISCO “ITL "“C t V"Ta*! r T'CITY 

cjj v ) *ct. OMTH TP r ‘ 0 rT 0 v - ppT’ •* ^ rp T ,T- ,T Y C"'i _ v L,'ST? 

AIFTFL to rr ? T "'7 7"' T"7' t Y ?r ; E ” LA rT * ' S^Tp ’ T7L TP 

op-jfflM crnjT-.or-; T M “'TY ~TOUf |_a"7. 
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FEPENCED SAN FRANCISCO *'ITFL. 
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Airtel 


1 - Mr. J. R. Wagoner 




10/11/72 


‘J *•« San rrttnolsc sr-n/ 65 Tk- o 3 u/l 3 (> 

From: Acting Director, FBI (65-74060) HO- 



MC LBK _ 

SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS OFFICE 


ReSFtel dated 10/5/72. 



San Francisco is authorized to inte ™* e " n , 9PPffPS9!m'35cixx> 
i in the presence 0 . f 0 h is attorney repu tation for 

„*Eel fobureau dated 9/26/72. In vie alert for 

not telling the truth^ntervlewlng^Agent^ connecWon »ith 

any statements by .-T ° rt -„ eloDe d m the Ellsberg case has 

Ellsberg Is false, imormatlon developed in t Ellsberg . B associates 
not r^talm^jyu'^onnectlonhetween " e t forth In Boston 

with further tends to discredit 

?L™giry“v«y1!SH« pin down areas of his story which 
can be verified. 


1 - Los Angeles (105-27952) 


JRW:bl \>^ 
(5) 


NOTE: 


on charge 
checks. He 



elt . 


•aker_ 

a t*«r 


lubop . 


presently incarcerated Oakland, California, 
raiUg irora a con game scheme involving travelers 
wanted by Arlington, Massachusetts^ for murder of 
‘ which occurred 8/5/71. During 9/72, he tele-' 
F . 1V/ „ V „ „ah Francisco Office and indicated willingness for an 

interview by Bureau Agents relative to his knowledge about the 
distri bution of Pentagon papers tOussianAgents. His attorney, 

who has descr ibed^ ^^/” j hs 
le truth" has agreed to a^nfimew b y 




all than _ 
leveland . 

on rad _ 

albey _ 

■nkina _ 


larshall _ 

iiller.E.S. _ 

>nder_ 


MAILED 24 


OCT 111972 


NOTE CONTINUED PAGE TWO 


• »vara - 
altera . 


ole. Roo« _ 


Ir. Kinley _ 

Ir. Armstrong- 
la. Herwic_ 


‘rs. Nee nan _ 
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Alltel to San Francisco 

Re j Me Lek 

65-74060 


fl?th S any°lnfo?matiSD n reIa?ding|i8^^a whlch would P reclude 

his being present during interview. 

Investigation 

int erview of the parents °f f 

B SliM has fabricated his' story. in 

and results of Boston's investigation interview 
ofl^B^BB is warranted to obtain details of his allegation in 
orc^^thz^^inie can be resolved. 
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UNITED STATES GOVJM ENT 


Memorandum 


TO 


"J 


FROM 


f, * 


V/ ■ 


ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) date: 
SAC, NEWARK (65-6215) (RUC) 


10/12/72 


subject: 


J 


MCLEK 

SIO 

OO: LOS ANGELES 


Re Newark teletype 9/15/72. 


Enclosed for the Bureau are seven copies and for 
Los Angeles, two copies of an LHM captioned "DAVID ELLSBERG. 


Source mentioned in LHM is 



X ' 

u 


HT 


Newark bad received Bureau permission to have source 
record speech of ELLSBXRG. Source did record the speech, but 
the recording is of poor quality and a transcript could bot be 
made by Newark. 


“0:-, 


As ELLSBERG made no inflamatory statement in his 
speech, no additional effort will be made to transcribe it and 
no FD-302 submitted. 


O: 

O 


Newark indices contain no information concerning the 
Princeton Facutly-Student Ad Hoc Committee for Peace and Human 
Rights. Newark does have pending 100 cases on the University 
Action Group and Citizen^ in Search of Peace based on their 
participation in past peace demonstrations at Princeton, New 
Jersey, but informationjW'ciate does not warrant characterization ^ 
in this LHM. / / i 
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2 - Bureau (Enc. 7^ J 
2 — Los Angeles (105-27952) (Enc. 2) 

4 - Newark 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Newark, New Jersey 
October 12, 1972 


DANIEL ELLSBERG 


Or* September 7, 1972, a source, who has furnished 
reliable information in the past, furnished a handbill in¬ 
dicating that Daniel Ellsberg was to give a lecture on 
Friday, September 15, 1972, at Alexander Hall, Princeton 
University, Princeton, New Jersey. His appearance was 
sponsored by the Citizens in Search of Peace, Princeton 
Faculty-Student Ad Hoc Committee for Peace and Human Rights 
and the University Action Group. The handbill indicated that 
Ellsberg has been invited to present his case personally to 
the public concerning the Pentagon Papers; to help support a 
petition against the proposed move of the Institute for 
Defense Analysis (IDA) into Princeton Township and to enlist 
support for his defense fund. It was indicated that a $2.00 
contribution would be requested at the door. The handbill 
urged all members of the community to attend. 

On September 15, 1972, the source advised that Daniel 
Ellsberg spoke at 8:30 pm at Alexander Hall, Princeton Univer¬ 
sity, Princeton, new Jersey, before an audience of approximately 
two thousand people. He spoke for approximately one and one- 
half hours discussing President Nixon’s policies, the approach¬ 
ing presidential election, his own anti-war views and the part 
played by the Institute for Defense Analysis in the defense of 
the United States. Source advised that Ellsberg made no in- 
flamatory statements and personally recorded his own speech, 
advising the audience he\nas doing so for his own protection. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor 
conclusions of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). It 
is the property of the FBI and is being loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your 
agency, nor duplicated within your agency. 
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ff by having refused to give the Secretary of the 
’Vietnam Commission/ Mr. Hans-Goran Franck, a visa 
to the United States; a three-week delay for 
obtaining a visa was unprecedented, and Hans-Goran 
Franck consequently had been unable to influence the 
Presidential election in November. Russo ended his 
speech by thanking the Danish people and the Danish 
-Vietnam committees for having been invited to come 
to Copenhagen." . ' » * .*■ 

"The Pentagon reports were not mentioned in 
Russo’s speech." 




"Russo was not among the members of the Vietnam 
committee who handed over a resolution to the American 
i ’’ * . Embassy." V . • -V .*• ; 1 
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V ?'- ’ We will promptly advise the Bureau of any additional 

■ - pertinent information which may come to our attention concerning 
RUSSO. 
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On 10 / 19 / 72 , rund-raising 

dinner is planned for DANIE^ELLSBER^oi^n)A9/Y2 at 
Crawford Hall at Case-Western Reserve University (CWRU), 
Cleveland, Ohio. The dinner, which will be by invitation 
only, will be between 6:00 - 7:00 p.m., and approximately 
50 people are scheduled to attend, and will be sponsored 
by Clergy and Laymen Concerned (CALC). 


CALC is publicly described as an inter¬ 
denominational organization composed of 
various religious figures who are opposed 
to United States military involvement in 
Viet Nam. 




Following the dinner, ELLSBERG is scheduled to 
speak at 8:00 p.m., in the Student Union ballroom of CWRU. 

^^__^__^lwill attend ELLSBERG's speech but 
will not b^Tu^^>os^ion to record his comments commensurate 
with full security. Coverage will be provided through 
informants reports and news media. 
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ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (65-7^060) 
(Attn: DOMINTEL) 


FROM : SAC, BOSTON (65-5236) 

SUBJECT: ijtfc LEjJ 
SIO - 


On 10/18/72, AUSA BACHMAN, Boston, Mass ., 
advised that Harvard Professor SAMUEL Ir^^OPKITPhas been 
ordered by the U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals to answer 
three of nine questions that were put to him by a 
Federal Grand Jury in March, 1972. BACHMAN further stated 
that POPKIN was given twenty-one days to tell the court 
whether he will agree to answer the three questions. If 
he refuses, he will be cited for contempt. 

Boston will follow the court action in this 
matter and advise the Bureau. 
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Enclosed for the Bureau is one copy of summons, 
with accompanying complaint and two interrogatories, addressed 
to the Acting Director, issued by the U. S. District Court, 
District of Columbia, on 9/19/72, in Civil Action File - _ 

Number 1879-72. 
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Re Philadelphia airtel dated 9/20/72. 


Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are five 
copies of an LIIM captioned, "DANIEL ELLS BERG. 1 Two 
conies of the LI IK are also enclosed for Boston, Los 
Angeles, and one cony for Ne\-f York and WFO. 


^ • DANIEL ELLSBERG appeared on the JOEL A. 

^NSPIVAK talk show, WCAU Radio, on the morning of 9/13/72. 
‘The program commenced with an introduction by JOi^L A. 
3PIVAK at 10:11 a.m., and conciuded at 11:00 a.m. There 
were several commercial int erupt ions. 
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UNliEU STATES DEPARTMENT OF JLsi.CE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
October 12, 1972 


DANIEL ELI.SBERG 


Daniel Ellsberg, on September 13, 1972, was a 
guest on the Joel A. Snivak radio talk show, V’CAU Radio, 
City Line Avenue and Monument Road, Cynwyd, Pa. 

The following is a transcript of the show. The 
letters "JS" denote Joel A. Spivak as the speaker and the 
letters "DE" denote Daniel Ellsberg as the speaker. 

This document contains neither recommendations 
nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI 
and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not 
to be distributed outside of your agency, nor duplicated 
within your agency: 
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JS: / Well, here we are again. It's 11 minutes after 10. Uh, I don't 

I think we need to spend a lot of time talking about Daniel Ellsberg 
| except to him. If there's anybody anywhere in our vast listening 
audience who doesn't know who Mr. Ellsberg is, you've been asleep 
for a hundred years and so I won't bother to take a lot of time in¬ 
troducing him to you but he's sitting here with me right now and 
in one minute we're going to find out what's been happening to Mr. 
Ellsberg since the publication of the Pentagon Papers and also we'll 
talk a little bit about his new book, which is a series of essays 
dealing with uh, his involvement, not only in the Vietnam War but 
uh,' his thoughts about how we got in it, why we're in it, what mis¬ 
takes we made and Mr. Ellsberg, I hope, will tell us a little bit 
about that, right after this. 

(Commercial Break) 

JS: Okay, 14 minutes after 10. Mr. Ellsberg is here uh, as part of a 

tour he's making around the country to talk about his new book. Uh, 
were you ah, ah, fitted out emotionally to contend psychologically 
with what you've had to contend with since the publication of the 
Pentagon Papers? 

DE: You mean the notoriety, or the amount of (unintelligible)? 

JS: Well, notoriety, tension, agitation, uh, uh, all the other things, 

the vilification, everything that's happened uh, were you prepared 
to become ... 

DE: Uh, uh ... 

JS: ... a martyr, maybe even? 

DE: No, I uh, you know, there's, there's, in realistic terms, there's no 

way to make me into a martyr, uh, you know, at its worst, the risks 
that I'm facing are, are just, uh, don't compare at all with the, with 
the risks we've imposed on three million people coming into Vietnam 
risking their lives and bodies. I volunteered to do that, I've ac¬ 
cepted those risks at the time, uh, the uh, risk of prison. That's 
something a lot of uh, young people in our country have chosen to do 
rather than to take part in the war because they thought that was their, 
uh, I don't think they think of themselves as martyrs. They, they did 
what was the right thing for them to do. That's the way I feel. 

JS: Well ... 
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DE: I I mean sympathy is uh, is not uh, uh, I think what I need or I : 

was after, I don't even think it's appropriate ... 

r I 

JS: 1 Well, I, I don't necessarily think of what I said as a sympathetic f 

statement Mr. Ellsberg, I just wondered, you know, here you are ... 

DE: No, uh, uh ... 

JS: ... a part of the defense establishment, you know ... 

DE: ..... I didn't take it as one. Frankly in responding to that I'm uh, 

I'm well aware of the fact that somebody, to to say that somebody 
wanted to be a martyr is not to compliment them, especially in our 
society, maybe uh, maybe there are dif, very different cultures 
where uh, self-sacrifice of various kinds is the highest kind of 
value. You and I know that it's not in this society and it's to 
make someone look rather suspicious, it's uh, virtually the question 
is motive, to think that he acted out of deep guilt or uh, very emo¬ 
tional reasons or accepted a kind of punishment very easily. I can f 

tell you for good or bad that I have no desire to go to prison, I 

don't look forward to it uh, and it was not, uh, I had nothing to do | 

with my desire to inform, to share with the American public informa- | 

tion that I was privileged to have. 

JS: Yeah, I, just, the whole reason why I asked you in the beginning 

whether you were, you were prepared for the ordeal that you've ob¬ 
viously had to go through was because your whole background, from 

what I know about you, you know, the, the, the ... < 

¥ 

t 

DE: Well, I may be putting myself, for instance, but uh, having, having 

spent six months on a Navy Troop Ship in the Mediterranean with the » 

Marine Corps, and the Navy doesn't give its best accommodations to • . 

Marine Officers (unintelligible). | 

JS: (Laughs) 

DE: Uh, I think of as some preparation for jail, if I, if I have to face 

that. My experience hasn't totally uh, ill-prepared me, I think. 

JS: Why has it not made you a terrible cynic though, I mean here you did, 

uh, what I'm sure history books will say sometime in the future maybe, 
probably both of us, after both of us are dead uh, that you did a 
great service to this country by uh, uh, finally taking that informa¬ 
tion and making it public so that everybody could see, uh, uh, it, 
it's just incomprehensible to me that you wouldn't become very cynical 
- about human nature after all this. » 

I 

I 
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But you know, first of all, it's not, it's not human nature in a 
way, that's put me on trial, it's uh, an executive branch. An 
executive branch has manipulated the American people as a whole, 
has been responsible for, in the last 7 years, for 12 million human 
victims, for most of them, in Vietnam, an incredible figure. 


Perhaps we ought to explore a little further. 

I knew that when I'd read the Pentagon Papers, I knew the cynicism 
that the officials exhibited themselves when they, when they misled 
Congress, when th^misled the public, and uh, the contempt they exuded, 
they were selling for human lives, both American and Indo-Chinese. 

That was very disillusioning for me. Again you in disillusionment, I 
had served four of those presidents. I did so, uh, because I felt that 
was the highest service an American could perform for his country. 

Um hum. 

Uh, I think the unquestioning way I did that, which is a common way 
the president is now served, was not the best way I could have served 
my country and I eventually changed that, but of course, I was to 
question a lot of ray own past life and involvement. That was very 
disillusioning, but having read that, it could hardly surprise me that 
the executive that had, had prosecuted this war, uh, he, the new presi¬ 
dent who is continuing the war, would as I now see it, abuse the ju¬ 
dicial system to deter future exposures and revelations and it was hardly 
a surprise and in answer to your first question, of course I was braced 
for that type of ... 

Well, of course there's some reason to believe Mr. Ellsberg that if the 
Government's batting average on these kinds of prosecutions is any in¬ 
dication that you will not uh, wind up in prison ... 

... I think they made themselves believe that which raises the question 
vhy they're doing this and I think the answer is that, they believe, 
and with some realism, I think, that to show other people who might be 
tempted to criticize, to expose, resist, the war, that they can have 
imposed on them two years of legal defense and six hundred thousand 
dollars worth of fund raising, which is average for these defenses ... 

... that have some kind of chilling effect ... 

... yeah ... 


... on martyrs ... 













... they don't have to van the case. 

Yeah. 

They don't have to van it. They can show that just by bringing the 
prosecution, no matter how flimsy, they can impose those costs, and 
the flimsyness of their prosecutions is shown by the regularity with 
which the people are acquitted. 

Yeah, yeah, they have a very poor batting average on these things, 
but, quite aside from that, you know, you mention the Executive 
Branch and I know you make this point in your book, about how, under 
four presidents we continue to get uh, uh, deeper and deeper. I say 
we continue because we still seem to be continuing, uh, uh, to get 
deeper and deeper into what is commonly referred to by uh, romanta- 
cists, as the quagmire, in, in Vietnam, and yet, you make a distinction 
in the book about presidents and how they've reacted to this and I 
think it's so important for people to hear that, that I just wish, if 
you don't mind, if it's not too redundant ... 

... And, and I know, I think you're quite right. I've been a little 
misleading in what I've just been saying in terms of my own under¬ 
standing of it, as shown in the book. Uh, I think that part of what 
I call the quagmire myth is the common notion that , the president him¬ 
self is more or less the tool of forces within the Executive, specifical¬ 
ly the Military and the Bureaucracy in general. 

Urn. 

That they force his hand and one thing, I, I found that plausible when 
I was in that system. But uh, as the reader of the Pentagon Papers, 

I think uh, I concluded what, what one must have to conclude. That 
the president had much more freedom of action than is usually imagined, 
at least as far as his own Bureaucracy is concerned. You have to con¬ 
clude that because time and again, Republican and Democrat, you find 
the president rejecting the advice of virtually all of his advisors 
and taking a course that none of them had recommended. The course as 
it happens, that virtually everyone told him, would be inadequate ... 

Uh huh. 

... in the long run ... 

Yeah. 

... and would have to be followed by still further measures. 












JS: ... clarify one point, when you say inadequate, Mr. Ellsberg ... 

DE: Inadequate to win. 

JS: To win, that, that's the whole point ... 

DE: VJeU ... 

JS: ... that, that escapes people, uh, uh, the, the advice of people 

telling them how to win the war. 

DE: Well you, you, you've just mentioned to me earlier that you've 

scanned the book but I've a feeling that you, I hope all scanners ... 


JS: Well ... 

DE: ... get the point as well as you have because it is true, what they 

were told was uh, that they could stave off defeat in the short run, 
if you call that optimistic. They were told that by doing what they 
were doing they could pretty well guarantee that Saigon would not come 
under Communist-led domination in the next six months or the next, per¬ 
haps the next year or so. 


JS: Uh huh. 

DE: They were not given any assurance that uh, the president wouldn't 

have to go back to Congress for further measures ... 

JS: ... ( inaudible) 

DE: ... go back to Congress is a little misleading. 


JS: Yeah. 

DE: Would not have to take further measures which he would then present 

to Congress as a fait accompli and insist on their backing it up with 
funds. So uh, you have this fact then, that the president was, was 
taking actions which he was told, at best, would prolong the var, 
create, recreate a stalemate which was, at that moment, turning into 
a defeat otherwise. And uh, we also have the phenomenom that the 
president never described what he was doing to the president, to the 
public, that way. He always misled them. He always led them to be¬ 
lieve that what he was doing uh, would work, would end the war ... 


JS: Uh huh, yeah ... 
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would bring it to a successful end and he uh, told, told them 
that that was the consensus of the advice he was getting. Uh, we 
see the same pattern really, under Nixon, but if s very clear and 
proven in the Pentagon Papers and that, too, has to be explained. 

Uh, the explanation that I come to in the book which I would say is 
not proven by the document, it's just the best understanding I can 
come to of how to explain the facts that are presented there, is 
that president after president, from Harry Truman on, has acted, uh, 
basically with the purpose of avoiding the charges that Harry Truman 
had to face from Richard Nixon and Senator Me Car thy and many others, 
that he had lost an area to Conmunists. 


Uh huh. 

Lost in that case China to Communism. I think each of these presi¬ 
dents has been determined that he would never have to fact the charge 
of having lost Indo—China to Communism. 

But don't you suppose Mr. Ellsberg, that that, uh, Richard Nixon tried 
to tell us something about that when he uh, alluded early in his presi¬ 
dency to uh, the fact that he was afraid that if we, I think his word 
was bugged out, or something ... 


Uh huh. 

uh, that there would be a tremendous resurgence of Me Carthyism 
in this country, uh, as the result of uh, of us just giving up against 
the Communists ... 


Uh huh. 

... didn't he try and tell us that? 

He did, he did, and uh, I'm, I'm saying in fact that they acted, each 
of the presidents has acted as if he believed that. 

Yeah. 

Uh, I'm not close enough, I haven't been close enough to any of those 
presidents. I'm not sure anyone has been, to know for certain whether 
they believed that, but they did say it, to close confidants and they 
acted as they believed it. 

Uh, okay. We're gonna stop here, right here for just a few moments. 
Are you familiar with Dear Abby, Mr. Ellsberg? 


Yes. 
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Oh well, she's about to honor us with her presence here and we'll 
be right back to chat some more with Daniel Ellsberg right after 
Dear Abby gets through doing her thing here on WCAU in Philadelphia. 

And the time now is 10:25. 

(Commercial Break) 

Well, it's 28 minutes to 11 and now we're going to get back to 
talking with Mr. Ellsberg about a point he was right in the middle 
of making about uh, four presidents and their involvement in the war 
in Vietnam and uh, he was making a very important distinction here 
which uh, I think a lot of people lose sight of because of the emo¬ 
tionalism involved in, uh, especially in the protest against the war 
of, painting everybody black or everybody ■vrinte and I think it's im¬ 
portant to hear this from a man like Daniel Ellsberg who has, for all 
intents and purposes uh, risked any future and, everything else, and 
could conceivably wind up in prison and yet Mr. Ellsberg makes this 
distinction. You were talking about uh, uh, the presidents and how 
they make these decisions to keep us in over there and we'd just gotten 
to the point where we were discussing the domestic, political considera¬ 
tions of doing something like that and now what are they? I mean, what 
does the president have to think about uh, when he has to make a de¬ 
cision whether or not we should just get out ? 

Uh, various presidents have spoken to their confidants in the White 
House and of their worry of a quote "right wing backlash," if they 
should, uh, lay themselves open to the charge that they have failed, 
they have uh, been irresolute in the fact of Communist uh, success, 
somewhere, that they have allowed a quote "Conmunist take-over" some¬ 
place. Now, that's uh, that's a very unrealistic, unhistorical des¬ 
cription at best, of uh, what's going on in Vietnam since what started 
there 25 years ago was a French attempt to reconquer a former colony, 
uh, that formerly had been French and had been independent, uh, for 18 
months basically, in 45 and 46. We supported this French colonial re- 
conquest intentionally, knowing that that's what it was. Uh, I say 
knowing because that's what the documents in the Pentagon Papers indi¬ 
cate very clearly. That's what the president was told that's what it 
was. 


Uh. 


He chose to back it. I think ultimately at least by 49 and 50 because 
of the charges that the then president was getting from what constituted 
the right wing, at that point the right wing of the Republican Party, 
that uh, he, Harry Truman, had lost China to Communists. I think again, 
realistically, uh, there was no way that we could have uh, certainly 
have prevented the Communist victory in China, in the Chinese Civil War. 

Mr. Ellsberg, excuse me for interupting you, I uh, I hate to be this 
way. ‘ I remember something you wrote, I don't know, maybe it was in 
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this book, maybe it was somevdiere else, uh, I have a recollection 

( r of your writing that at the time that you thought Truman had lost 
China. Did you? 

DE: 1 No, no, I think that's incorrect. I think that uni, I didn't know 
much about that situation as a matter of fact. 


JS: 

DE: 

JS: 

DE: 

JS: 

DE: 

JS: 

DE: 


JS: 

DE: 


JS: 

DE: 



Yeah. 

Um, I believe that Henry Kissinger has written some uh, somewhere 
very critically of our policy on China and on, in Korea ... 

/ 

Uh huh. 

... for that matter. 

Yeah. 

Uh, I, I really ask myself what Richard Nixon feels today Harry Truman 
should have done about MAO-Tse-tung. He's now met MAO-Tse-tung ... 

Uh huh. 

... he has seen the Chinese society. I'm sure he doesn't think of 
it as a, as a perfect society. It's certain, it certainly isn t. 

Uh, I hope he's not envious of the Chinese control of their media, 
of their peoples' thinking and free, and speech over there. 

I hope he's not either. 

Uh because I could imagine that he might be and that's a serious 
charge and I don't make it lightly but, I, in any case, am sure he 
finds much to criticize but does he regret now that we didn't use 
atomic weapons to destroy MAO-Tse— tung and the others and to destroy 
that regime in favor of CHIANG Kai-shek still on Taiwan? I haven't 
heard that question raised. 

(Inaudible). 

Was he right then in, uh, and the others wrong who said that, that was 
not a civil war, that we either had a right to try to dominate or an 
ability? In any case, uh, the charges were serious enough at the time 
that the Democrats of that era were not anxious to face the charge, 
that they had lost Indo-China as well as China even though that would 
have been a totally unrealistic charge. 

Uh huh. 



















! 


DE: 


JS: 

DE: 


JS 

DE 

JS 


DE: 


JS: 

DE: 


What it would have meant was that, an independent movement would 
(unintelligible) want independence basically at the end of world 
War II and was newly forced into the jungle by the French effort, 
that that independence movement would happen to be led by Communists, 
one of the few cases in the world where an independence movement was 
led by Comnunists, of, had, had re-won its victory, its independence 
against the French, but that would have been translated into a victory 
for Communism, I think, into a loss of the quote "free world, al¬ 
though Indo-China as a French colony could not very realistically 
be described as free ... 


Uh huh. 


... and uh, uh, they didn't need that. That would not have been 
useful politically and I don't think that any president since has 
really believed that he could keep the White House for a second term 
if he lost Saigon ... 


Yeah. 


.. first. 


And yet of all the presidents you've mentioned, uh, Truman, Eisenhower, 
uh well maybe excepting Eisenhower, uh, uh, Kennedy and Johnson, and 
now Nixon, and Nixon is probably the man who is lease susceptible to 
charges that he's soft on Communism because of his prior record. 


True, and I think we've, we've reaped a benefit from that in his move 
on China, and even in Russia, I think it's no credit to the Democratic 
Party that the officials in that party were so afraid for 20 years of 
what Richard Nixon and others would say of them if they accepted reali¬ 
ty and uh, began to deal directly with the Government of China to stop 
denying its existence or its legitimacy, that they uh, they, they didn t 
take peace moves. We don't owe them any thanks for uh, keeping that 
isolation up all this time and by the same token, I think, we can be 
thankful that Richard Nixon did make that change. What I don't thank 
him for in the last year, is that he's used the public uh, support and 
approval that he got for those moves to free his hands to continue the 
war in Indo-China as he has done ... 


Uh huh. 


... in effect then, instead of moves of peace which they could have 
been and which they looked like, these are moves in China and Russia 
that have in fact helped prolong the war. 
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JS: Well, do you, do you think it's, it's uh, unreasonable to suppose 

/ that Richard Nixon sitting in the White House alone in the oval 
, ( office there uh, does not really believe uh, that he is so cynical 

that he doesn't believe sincerely that if he were to do, to extricate 
us from Vietnam by pulling everything we've got out of there, that he 
might not tear up the country domestically? 

DE: I think that uh, he believes that it would be risky and presumably, 

now that we've seen how unideological he could be in China uh, with 
his enthusiasm for Chairman MA.0 ... 

JS: Uh huh. 

DE: ... and uh, and the Russians for that matter, uh, I don't think that ^ 

he even sees it as an anti-Comnunist fear in this country so much. It s 
not what he talks about so much. I think he is sincere in the rhetoric 
that he uses which emphasizes being number one, not losing. 


JS 

DE 

JS 

DE 


JS: 


Yeah. 

Winning. 

Uh huh. 

Being a winner, uh, not being irresolute, being strong, not weak and so 
forth. He's, he's appealing in other words, to a more abstract fear in 
this country which he's also helping to promote. The fear of ever suf¬ 
fering a set-back, uh, it's a strange fear, I'm sure, from the perspec- 
tive of other people in the world, for the citizens of what is obviously 
the richest and most powerful country in the world, to uh, be concerned 
with uh, the notion, we, we must present a, a peculiar sight to other 
nations in the world when we show as much concern as we do about uh, uh 
losing a few points, or admitting a mistake, uh, admitting even a wrong, 
or allowing ache in an adversary whose cause in this case I would say is 
far more legitimate than ours, to uh, to succeed, but nevertheless, those 
feelings are there and President Nixon is betting on them very heavily. 

Yeah, I, I, I think he is. Now as far as Daniel Ellsberg is concerned, 
uh, from what I know of you, when you first came to uh, uh, to be in¬ 
volved in the Vietnamese conflict as an analyst, I think we should point 
out here Mr. Ellsberg, wouldn't say this but I would, having read quite 
a bit about him, that Daniel Ellsberg is generally considered by his 
peers in the defense establishment, to be one of the leading uh, intel¬ 
lects, to have worked for the Defense Department. He certainly was one 
of the two or three brightest men at the Rand Corporation. Everybody 
knew that and thought that about him so uh, Mr. Ellsberg, as an analyst, 
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was not to be taken lightly, and here comes Daniel Ellsberg, uh, 
to the Pentagon, to be involved with the Vietnamese uh, uh, con- 
flict. At the time that you first became involved with this as 
an advisor, as an analyst, did you know much about Vietnam? Did 
you even care much about Vietnam? 

That's a very good question, uh, and the answer is no to either, 
uh, our policy is made on the whole, not only by decision makers 
who know very little about the subject matter of it, of the area, 
the many areas that they're forced to deal with, but uh, to a larger 
extent, with immediate advisors and consultants who know very little 
about it. Of course Vietnam is an area that not many Americans know 
much about. Uh, very few scholars in this country speak the language, 
even today, and uh, we're relatively ignorant. From that point of view 
it's surprising to me, that to find that the intelligence analyses 
available to the president were as good as they are uh, I think every¬ 
one who reads those in the Pentagon Papers is quite surprised by them. 

Yeah. 

But uh, uh, does that answer your question? 

Yeah, ex, uh, I, I think I wanted to make a point here about, the 
fact that when you came to this problem, uh, you had uh, not any 
real axe to grind here because you really didn't know very much about 
it, so uh, you did what you were asked to do and you didn't question 
the motives in the beginning anyway for what the basis for our in¬ 
volvement was there. 

Well that's the positive way of putting ray role uh, I was thinking a 
little more negatively when you put the question, which is that uh, 
really, I think it's true in all these administrations that intelli¬ 
gence and loyalty are uh, regarded as very good substitutes for many 
other qualities such as knowledge of a particular area and um, uh, I 
would also say human concern in various forms uh, which isn t widely 
exhibited, in other words, a lot more trust is put on clever, clever 
experts who, who are loyal in a sense that they look at problems from 
the point of view of their boss, almost exclusively or, the boss up to 
the level of the president, let*s say ••• 

Yeah. 

and uh, uh, and can be trusted to keep their mouths shut about any 
little embarrassments, anything that might embarrass the boss, from 
mistakes or mis judgments or controversal decisions to lies and crimes • 
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JS 


Yeah. 


DE:' 

JS: 

DE: 

JS: 


DE 

JS 

DE 


JS: 

DE: 


JS 

DE 

JS 

DE 

JS 


DE: 


... they can be really trusted to keep their mouths shut. 

(Inaudible). 

I was that trustworthy. I don't look back on that with pride. 

Well, uh, that's interesting you should say you don't look back 
on it with pride because the word loyalty that you used yourself 
uh,,raust have gotten you in hot water. Never mind that the Federal 
Government is trying to put you in jail, but with some of your peers, 
your colleagues that you worked with, all of them fine men, I know 
you worked with Leslie Geldon, a lot of other people who I think are 
your friends, or were, and they must have been ... 

Yeah. 

... and they must have been horrified that you in effect, finked. 

That's an interesting expression because finks I think are usually 
thought of as people who inform to the authorities and in a sense 
that I now fit, I did inform to the authorities, Congress, and the 
public ... 

Yeah. 

... but that's not who my former colleagues generally see as the 
authorities ... 

And Mr. Ellsberg ... 

... that the president as the authority ... 

... I, one thing ... 

... in that sense I informed on partners in crime. 

Yeah, I don't want to belabor this point either except that you, 
when you say that you informed the Congress, you really did try 
to inform the Congress ... 

(Inaudible). 
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... the Congress, and, and, here were these people in the Senate 
( Foreign Relations Committee who supposedly were so worried about 
j this problem, especially men like Senator Fulbright, and when you 
! went to them, as I understand it, with uh, this material, they just 
gave you a funny look. 

No, no, that's not true. Senator Fulbright and his staff were very 
grateful for the information uh, the staff read a great deal of it. 
Senator Fulbright read some of it. And they hoped to have hearings 
that would enlighten the public. 

They hoped to, oh ... 

But I think, they planned to, at several times there were definite 
plans to do it, but in each time the uh, I think there was a feeling 
that uh, the public mood had changed in such a way in response to 
presidential assurances that there would no longer be support even 
within the Foreign Relations Committee itself, especially the Repub¬ 
lican members, for uh, very searching hearings that might criticize 
the administration, nor would there be support in Congress at large 
or in the public. Now, I hope they regret that decision, you know, 
not to go ahead. I don't really know whether they do or not. 

Uh huh. 

Uh, I regret that they didn't and I regret that, that I waited so 
long for them to do it before I went ahead myself to inform the 
public. But, you know, to get back to your earlier question you 
were raising, it occurs to me that I, I'm often seen or described 
as having uh, somehow taken a move embarrassing to the Government 
or against the Government and of course uh, what I did was to take 
information to the Government, Congress, uh, I think that form of 
speech that people use uh, reflects an attitude we've gotten into 
in the last quarter of a century that the president is the Government 
and uh, nobody else. 

You know a, a psychiatrist, ever heard of one by the name of Ziber- 
stein ... 

No, I ... 

... ever run across him? Well, he's out in Los Angeles. He has a 
wonderful theory about uh, the president as the big daddy. He is 
the father image and uh, people are looking for that, you know, un¬ 
consciously and they don't want to do anything that would dishonor 
their own father. When he speaks he's the head of the family and, 
and uh, and they're just not gonna go against his wishes and, and uh, 
that's probably the, the part of the unconscious reason why people ... 











Well, inferior attitude is, is a natural one toward political 
leadership in every country in the world, and you know, in most 
countries in the world it is central to their political system uh, 
trust the leader, believe the leader, in fact, it is disloyal to 
criticize or even to listen to or seek information that might em¬ 
barrass the leader, uh, who is the father in a various authoritarian 
sense, does not happen to be very authoritarian cultures and, and uh, 
Governments. 

Yeah. 

/ 

They can't be called self-Govemments any more than a tightly run 
family can be called a, self-governing from the childrens' point 
of view. 

Yeah. 

This country is supposed to be different ... 

Supposed to be. 

... and it's uh, it's dismaying to me frankly to find a little, to 
find how many Americans there are who really equate, loyalty with 
obedience to a particular boss or executive official. 

Yeah. 

I uh, uh, they have their right to that attitude but I don't really 
think democracy can function or survive if too many people do have 
that attitude. 

All right, Mr. Ellsberg, hold on please and we'll be back here in 
just a moment. 

(Commercial Break) 

Uh, 8 minutes to 11 and we're chatting here with uh, Daniel Ellsberg. 
Now, I suppose Mr. Ellsberg that the one thing that uh, uh, people 
are most appalled by, I, I think, bo, both, people who were against 
this war before the publication of the Pentagon Papers and those who 
were startled by the revelations contained in them, was the uh, 
classification of all this material and the fact that uh, so much 
of it should have been told to us uh, long before uh, all of the 
flack that took place when you finally did it, and uh, having worked 
in the defense establishment yourself for quite a long period of time, 
as a matter of fact, Mr. Ellsberg just told me something I didn't 
know, that at the beginning of the Nixon administration, uh, he worked 












I closely with Henry Kissinger, uh, uh, was this, was this something 
/ that came as a shock to you uh, had you ever questioned the classi- 
j fication procedure before uh, or was this something that became more 
’ clear to you when you realized what a mess we were in? 

I uh, think that I had not really questioned it before. The per¬ 
spective within the Executive Branch is pretty much, that is, if 
you work for the president which people at that level think of 
themselves as doing, the attitude is pretty much that of the peo¬ 
ple I've just described, uh, on the outside, that uh, the president 
is .the Government and that what the president desires, is maybe mis¬ 
taken or misled, in given case, but that he has more information 
than anyone else, his judgment is that to be followed. One has very 
little sense of Congress as participating in the Government, uh, you 
know, in a rightful way they're sort of troublemakers. I think that 
the idea of carrying information to Congress uh, which I did in 69, 
arouses much shock among a lot of my former associates, as if I de¬ 
fected to the Russians ... 

Uh huh. 

... uh, and they thought of it in much the same terms. Now, to say, 
that is to say, that they, they, from day to day really thing of Con¬ 
gress and for that matter the press, and the public, in large part, 
as the enemy. They act that way. 

Who, who's thinking is that? 

I’m saying in the Executive Branch. 

Uh huh. 

Uh, as people to be uh, uh, who don't have a right to information uh, 
whose job it is to, uh, well, who can be manipulated without feeling 
embarrassed by that, who can be lied to. Uh, and uh, uh, obviously, 
you know, not in every respect are they seen as the enemy, but from a 
practical point of view of concealing information and so forth, yes, 
and, therefore, uh, I didn't really question. I accepted this system 
of, uh, secrecy. Sure, secrets had to be kept from the public. They 
would make waves for the president's policy which ... 

Uh huh. 

... you know, is the best to be found, uh, and, that's, I think the 
way officials still believe. It's the way they always will believe 
, really. Uh, you can't expect a change in that very much with a change 












of president or administration. What you can hope for is a nuch 
more active challenging of that belief and practice by other 
branches of the Government, thinking perhaps here the press as 
the fourth branch of the Government, rather than as an arm of the 
Executive Branch, which a lot of people in the press do, I imagine, 

I'm afraid. 

Yeah, yeah, okay, uh, unfortunately we've gotten ourselves behind 
with commercials here and I, I, kind of, uh, I feel badly because 
I'd like to keep you around here for about four more hours ... 

r 

Yeah, I'd like that. 

... and put you in touch with a lot of our listeners who I know 
want to talk to you, uh, I know you have other pressing ccmmit- 
ments uh, we'll be back to talk briefly with Mr. Ellsberg after 
this. 

(Commercial Break) 

All right, it's uh, it's 2 minutes to 11, uh, you know, I'm, I'm 
horrified because there’s, it’s like a song that you have running 
around in your head, uh, there was another question that I was ab¬ 
solutely bound and determined to ask you Mr. Ellsberg that I've 
completely forgotten which makes me uh, a very unhappy ... 

Well, I'm, I'm sorry to miss it because let me say I haven't in 
this tour been moved to compliment an interviewer, uh, not friendly 
or not, and I've had some very friendly ones because, uh, before, 
but I want to say that you've managed to ask me a whole set of ques¬ 
tions that I haven't heard before and I haven't heard my answers be¬ 
fore, which makes it more interesting, so, I really enjoyed this. 

Well, that's a very high praise. Well, uh, an hour with Daniel 
Ellsberg goes all too fast and so it has here, uh, I hope Mr. Ells¬ 
berg, if you're ever back this way again, that we could convince you 
to come in and sit down and talk some more because uh, we ve really 
only scratched the surface here, what you did really is of such monu¬ 
mental importance that I, I think people would like to know more about 
you. You know, some of your critics have charged uh, even, and not in 
an unfriendly way, that they know a lot about Daniel Ellsberg the 
analyst but they know very little about Daniel Ellsberg the person uh, 
for some reason, uh, do you find ... 

(Inaudible) I don't think that's of the highest importance ... 
















JS: i Oh, well maybe, maybe just because of the nature of the deed itself 

! that people wuld like to know ... 

r j 

DE: ' As I leave here I, I, I can say I'm really sorry to miss the op¬ 

portunity to talk with your listeners because, including the uh, 
unfriendly critics as well, because I have a feeling they're an 
unusually well-informed audience ... 

JS: I hope so. 

DE: ..., of this program. 

JS: Well thank you very much Daniel Ellsberg, for being with us. WCAU 

in Philadelphia. 
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Q 


Good evening. I think I should say at the start 


of tonight's program that this is the last in 
our series of "It's Happening Here" presentations, 
and tonight we feature a world-famous guest -- it's 
Dr. DANIEL ELLSBERG who became world famous through 
his part in the release of the pentagon Papers last 
year. He's here in Cleveland talking about his new 
book he's written called "Papers on the War." 

It's some more insight into his reasoning for the 
release of the Pentagon Papers. Dr. ELLSBERG in 
your book you describe the Vietnam War first as 
a problem, then a stalemate, and then a crime, 
who's crime? 
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.(Unintelligible)...five presidents I would 

say who have carried on the war really with very 
little attention to the restraints of international 
law, of the UN Charter which we ratified or our... 
of our own Constitution. I think they've been 
let to believe and led to believe over the last 
quarter of a century that they are beyond all law. 
They're really accountable almost to no one in the 
field of foreign affairs or war and peace either 
for truthtelling or for what they do. 

Isn't this true really? 

In practical terms you could say that. Certainly 
when I worked for the presidents..I worked for 
four of these five presidents..ah I never worried 
about facing a court for any action I might be 
taking part in. I figured the gov...the President 
would take care of the..of that. I wasn't likely 
to be charged with anything, and as you say, in 
practical terms that was right. 
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A 


Q 




As a matter of fact, didn't you say that the 

presidents were free to conclude that the public 
must be lied to for some sort of ex-public good? 

Well free in a sense that Congress and the courts, 
and the Press have not really lived up T think to 
their responsibilities under the Constitution to 
inform the public fully and to probe, to investigate, 
to question the executive so that the human beings who 
hold that office find that they're really subject to 
very little challenge and very little checking. I 
don't think they*re anymore fallible or anymore dis¬ 
honest than any of us. In a situation like that under 
enormous pressure and with great responsibility, 
the temptation to conceal mistakes, conceal past 
deceptions, to postpone failure by using resources 
open to them as President is I think certain to be 
abused. 

Ah what concerns me is that you took a very big step 
in your life about a year and three months ago I 
believe it was..when you released the Pentagon Papers. 
This was certainly a drastic step and had a jarring 
effect on the public, but you get the impression that 
it didn't really have an effect on the war, or did it? 

3 










Well it didn't effect the President's policy. I 
think it might have if he had not taken a lot of the 
pressure off himself by his moves in China and in 
Russia which were genuinely spectacular and impressive, 
and the effect vas I think to gain him credit, and 
I wouldn’t deny him credit for that, but regrettably, 
the credit had the effect of taking the pressure off 
him to either tell the truth about his policy or to 
change it. 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic). 

It’s very regrettable for the people of Indo-China 
on whom he’s dropped another million tons of bombs 
since the Pentagon Papers started being published, 
and I would say morally regrettable for this country 
as well. 

And so the point I..I sort of feel that even if., 
when the public is informed, it does not seem to 
respond with the pressure that’s necessary to do 
something about the war. 
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We're out of practice. For 25 years really and before 
that even, starting with the Second World War, members 
of the public have gotten in the habit of thinking that 
foreign affairs is not their business, it’s something 
for a commander and chief to worry about, and to 
take all responsibility for it. They don't press 
Congress to be more active. Congress in turn is glad 
to see, it would seem, the President to take sll 
responsibility for these affairs, and not have to 
worry about participating in loosing a war, a war that 
they can see as well as anyone of us is not about to 
be won, and as a result of all these people really racing 
away from responsibility, starting with the citizens, 
and the Congress and the courts, there is very little 
pressure on the President to take that responsibility 
himself to loose the war. 

I want to interrupt just a moment. We have to 
interrupt for just a moment, but I want to continue 
along the line of the people have seemed to have given 
up their right to know when it comes to foreign affairs, 
and let's get back to that line of questioning with 
Dr. DANIEL ELLSBERG in just a moment. 

(Time Out) 
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Our guest tonight is Dr. DANIEL ELLSBERG. You know 

\ 

the name of course, he's responsible, primarily *. 
responsible for the Pentagon Papers. We were 
discussing a moment ago the lack of pressure 
if I can paraphiase what you were saying, the lack 
of pressure the presidents have felt from the American 
public to disclose what they're doing in the field of 
foreign policy, and yet in..in your book you say 
that there were two precepts concerning Vietnam 
policies — one that they abandoned after awhile, 
that was do not commit American land forces to a 
land war in Asia, but the other one is do not 
lose the rest of Vietnam to communist control before 
the next election. Apparently the Americans at least 
to that degree were involved in Vietnam. Does it only 
go as far as the election and as far as the communists? 
Isn't there anymore concern for foreign policy than 
that? 

I think the President is..knows what he's doing 
when he keeps raising certain things about the 
Importance of winning and the importance of being 
number one. He's not offering them a way to win. 

I think he hints perhaps that he is from time to time 
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but he doesn’t explicitly come out and say he’s 
winning, but what he does offer is a way of 
avoiding losing. Now that way happens to involve 
bombing people at the rate of World War II. For 
really is I think no other reason than to postpone 
what the President tells us would be a humiliation. 

I don’t think by the way that it need be seen in 
those terms at all, but again people tend to accept 
situations the way the President defines them. He's 
the great teacher, the great preacher of our country, 
at any given time, and when he tells them that some¬ 
thing would be a humiliating defeat, people tend to 
accept that, and thus to support him when he says 
without many American casualities, at a low cost to 
you the taxpayer and the fathers and sons of this 
country and mothers and daughters, we can continue to 
impose our will. He doesn't put it In those terms, 
but we can keep our men in Saigon in power, and he can. 
He doesn't tell them what the price is in terms of 
killing other human beings and he really doesn't 
talk about that. 
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And you call this specifically a crime - a criminal 
act? 

It can be seen in many ways. That's not the only 
way to see it - it's not the only way to condemn it 
or criticize it, but I think, that it is worth reminding 
ourselves that in principle in this country, no man 
is above the law. 

Ah-huh (Phonetic). 

And that there are laws that can strain the use 
of violence even for the President of the United 
States. Certainly there are procedures that are 
supposed to determine who decides and what, who we 
kill, and when we send Americans over to be killed 
and to kill. The founders of this country I think 
were wise when they made provision that Congress, the 
most representative bodies or parts of the government, 
would have to decide when we went to war. They., 
they did that deliberately to make it hard to go 
to war. 

Ah-huh (Phonetic). 

And by letting the President have a pre-eminent role 
in negotiation, they meant to make it easy to get 
out of a war. 











Ah-huh (Phonetic). 

But actually by letting presidents now go 
into wars on their own, and NIXON is not at all 
the first to do that in Cambodia or Laos as he 
always points out. Others have done that before 
him. He takes full responsibility for it, 
thus he doesn't use his power to negotiate to end 
it, he uses it on the contrary to prolong it, 
to postpone any humiliation until at least he's 
out of office. 

Alright well there was a reason why I was trying 
to pin down the word crime.. 

Ah-huh (Phonetic). 

And that is because our society says for every 
crime there must be a punishment. Now you are 
certainly familiar with the..with the concept 
of a trial, your being put on trial for your 
role in the pentagon Papers. Do you feel that 
the presidents who are living and perhaps some 
of their immediate subordinates should be put 
on trial ala the Nuremberg trials? 

No I really don’t. I don’t think that what we 
need in this country are more victims for this 
war - there's been enough. What I do think is that 
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we should...we deserve the Kind of truthtelling 
that we associate with trials. There are other 
ways to get that — a Congressional investigation 
I think with powers of subpoena, powers of calling 
witnesses and putting them on oath, compelling 
documents to come up. I think that would be 
very well worthwhile, and we’d hear some of those 
former officials tell us under penalty of perjury 
for once, tell us under oath, what the truth is about 
not only the events in the Pentagon Papers, but the 
events since then, the Cambodian invasion, the Laosian 
invasion -- tell us what really happened and why 
we were governed as we were. I think we deserve that, 
and above all..above all the important thing is we 
stop doing the crimes. 

Realistically do you think that Congress now or in 
the immediate future would be inclined to do such a 
thing? Let’s face it, we’ve been dragging our country 
through the mud to a great degree. 

I think that there are many people in Congress well 
aware that what is dragging us through the mud is 
our policy ofwar-making in Vietnam. I walked through 
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a lot of mud in Vietnam. I've.*I've fired bullets 
at people who were firing bullets at me, and I 
thought that it was in self-defense, but when I 
came back from there and really asked myself what 
was I doing in their front yards, who was trespassing 
there in that country — the legal aspect of it, 
the legitimacy of it came to seem very different to 
me. 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic) 

I was defending myself in their neighborhood 
basically. I really had no right to do that. 

It must of been a traumatic change.in your mind 
when you all of a sudden realized, and I know you've 
covered this in conversations you've had before, 
that what it is that you thought you stood for in 
the past, you are now unalterably opposed to. It must 
have been a wrenching change or was it a gradual 
one? 

Ah (Phonetic)..it was a gradual one although I think 
what..what made me more aware of it than anything 
else is really the early aspects of the pentagon 
Papers and discovering that a war that I'd assumed had 
once been legitimate before I became associated with it. 
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a war that must once have..had been more honest than 
it appeared when I was part of it, had really 

never been... 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic). 

...honest, that at it’s origins it was our 
, financing a war of French colonial reconquest, and 

that we ourselves realize that..that is our officials 
realize that's what it was. They didn't tell the 
public that, but they saw it clearly. It's all in 
the documents and in the cables, and there's no way 
for an American to read those cables and see that 
war as legitimate. 

It's not an isolated war either is it? Doesn't 
its roots go back to the China of the 4o's, 
perhaps even the 30's, and the Korean War has a 
similar root? 

Well the Korean War really came after we involved 
ourselves thoroughly in Vietnam... 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic) 

You known in 1950. Our involvement in Vietnam 
in support of the French started at the beginnings 
of the war in '45 and '46. Somewhat reluctantly then, 
but by '49 and *50 once the Democrats were being 
charged with having "lost China" charged by RICHARD 








NIXON who has now found China... 

(Mumbling...now found China.) 

Ah..(Phonetic) since then I think they 
decided they didn't want to be charged 
with loosing Indo-China and it became our 
war. Then the French wanted to get out. 

TRUMAN, ACHISON, and after him DULLES and 
EISENHOWER said we've got to keep them in. 

We've got to keep them fighting. We opposed 
(Unintelligible)...negotiations from ever taking 
place. W.e said keep fighting, but the French at 
that point after eight years, despite the fact we 
were paying 80 percent of the costs of the war, 
were really at the point where they would have 
to send in draftees... 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic). 

..if they were to continue it. The French public 
said not for Indo-China. We don't want to send 
draftees over there. They never did send draftee 
to Indo-China so they ended the war. 

We of course went a step -- much further than 
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We’re a bigger country. We..our..our government 
had more trust from its people... 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic) . 

..than the French Government did. We gave them, 
our leaders, much more leeway in the end than the 
French did. We let them draft people to send over. 
Even then when it came to the point in 1968 when to 
carry on with the policy he was pursuing, LYNDON 
JOHNSON would of had to send immobilized reserves. 
That was the bottom of the barrel, and like the 
French years before, he recoiled from that prospect 
and he himself cut back his strategy. 

Some element of convenience here, and I’ll explain 
what I..what I mean when I ask some more questions 
when we return in just a moment. 

(Time Out) 

Our guest is Dr. DANIEL ELLSBERG, and as we left 
we were talking about the bottom of the barrel, 
where America’s commitment to Vietnam stopped as 

far as the American people are concerned, and you 

% 

said that it came when we would commit reserve units. 
National Guard units, into Vietnam, and this raises 
a serious question in my mind - I’ve pondered it. 
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Was one of the reasons that we were supposed to., 
we were able to get so entrenched in Vietnam 
because the people didn’t really care until 
it directly effected them? 

This is often been charged of the young people... 
Ah-huh. (Phonetic) 

...who earliest protested against the war, and 
people forget by the way that those early teachings 
that they brought about were before the draft 
really hit them in the earliest part of the 
bombing in early 1965 . I spoke for the Government 
in some of those teachings... 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic) 

...so I remember them very well. It was before I 
went to Vietnam, and ah..(Phonetic) it could be 
true obviously with the draft off, there's much 
less pressure on the President and yet..and yet I 
find I think that people in the colleges..that the 
young people still feel very strongly about the 
war. If they're quieter than they used to be, I 
think that there is a disheartenment there, a 
frustration and a feeling of impotence.... 

Do you feel that the.... 
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...what they can do. 

Do the protests. 

Not..not I think really an indifference just 
because they’re no longer so subject to it. 

Well you state that the protests in fact did 
accomplish a limited amount of good. 

I think they..they made the..the mining of Haiphong 
come much later than it otherwise would of, but then 
it finally came. They've kept limits on the..on the 
bombing. I think the..the fear of protest is 
basically what's kept us from using nuclear weapons 
in several of these administrations. That's important, 
that's not negligible. I hope it will continue to 
do that. I do believe the bombing will continue if 
RICHARD NIXON is re-elected and that he and his 
advisor, KISSINGER, will..will feel a temptation 
to make it more efficient with nuclear weapons. 

Only American protests can stop that I think. . 

Let me ask a political question. You say if 
RICHARD NIXON is elected, the bombing will continue. 

Do you feel that the bombing will continue, 
realistically, some sort of involvement in Vietnam 
will continue if GEORGE MC GOVERN would be 
elected? 
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I think not, and I think I feel certain that it 
would not, and I think that's not so much a matter 
of personality or party because after all those 
haven't made much difference in the last 25 years. Both 
parties have been involved, very different personalities 
have carried on the war. Even some people who said they 
would get us out like RICHARD NIXON, but in this case 
we have a candidate for the first time who said 

exactly how and when he would end the war. Same 

1 

tactic worked for the French. PIERRE MONTEZ FRANCE 
(Phonetic) in '5^ said that he would end the war 
within 30 days or resign. They had peace on the 
31 st day, the time he took office. I think that a 
commitment like that, such as GEORGE MC GOVERN has 
made, his figure is 90 days, 2b hours for the 
bombing to stop, that a commitment like that means 
he would share responsibility with all the people 
who elected him, and we've been talking about the 
burden of responsibility and how people run from it, 
and I think GEORGE MC GOVERN is human too, but in a 
case where he would have a clearcut mandate like that, 

I believe he would find it possible politically to 
end the war and I believe he would. 












I remember..I remember MONTEZ FRANCE (Phonetic) 
when he totally withdrew his forces from Vietnam 
on the 31st day. There was a wild celebration in 
France. I remember watching the Movietone 
News..this..this happy celebration. President 
NIXON... 

Their prisoners came back by the way very quickly 
at that time, and I think that's the only way that 
our prisoners will come back. I think our 
prisoners will remain in North Vietnam so long 
as President NIXON is in office because I think 
the bombing will go on that long. 

President NIXON in a recent interview used the 
rationale that..ah..ah (Phonetic) one of the 
reasons that you could not use the MC GOVERN 
approach is that there would become a very, 
reactionary..reaction..I can't think of a better 
term, from the..the right wing in this country, 
that we have a terrible split as the militia groups, 
this type of thing, sort of took tip arms against 
the country. Do you believe that would happen? 
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Of course he keeps threatening us about a 
right wing represented by Governor REAGAN 
and Governor WALLACE. Ah..(Phonetic) while his 
own administration holds the cabinet posts, 
and the powers cf presidency; I’m much more afraid 
of the attacks on civil liberties that his own 
administration has made and is capable of making 
than I am about out-of-office governors or even 
like people like Senator JOE MC CARTHY in the Senate, 
but the fact is of course he knows that movement 
very well, he was once part of it. He remembers 
what he would be saying if he were out of office 
now and somebody else could be charged with being 
weak on the communists, that he's been visiting 
in China or in Russia. In fact it's interesting 
to think what RICHARD NIXON v’ould have said if like 
some other president who made the visits that he's 
made. 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic) 

Now I'm glad he's made those visits, but I think 
there is no place for any American to say that for the 
health of politics in this country, that he has a 
light to kill Indo-Chinese and to prolong a war 
that they don't want. 









And yet for reasons you've explained, some 
Americans do say just that. 

They do..not only Republicans. 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic) 

I think Democrats have acted on that kind of 
fear, and it is not at all to their credit. 

Alright, let me ask, you use the word fear. 

Ah..(Phonetic) if I were to ask you, do you feel 
that an American has something to fear from his 
country, his government, I would suppose the 
answer would be yes because you are being 
prosecuted for a moral decision you made, but 
if there is something to fear from the government, 
could you call this a free government, a free 
society or do we live in a dictatorship? 

I think that's a very important question for 
Americans to ask themselves now. I would say 
obviously it is not a dictatorship now, and at the 
same time I would say that there are trends not 
only from the executive, but in attitudes of the 
public of acceptance ah..(Phonetic) of some of these 
trends that are very ominous. It took us 200 years 











before a president tried to do what the 
First Amendment was..was enacted really to 
prevent enjoining newspapers from printing 
embarrassing, damaging information about an 
administration -- past administrations. This 
was the first to do that. It's not the first to 
carry on a war, but it is the first to take an 
action like that. My prosecution is the first of 
its kind. I didn’t invent leaking, but the ah.. 
(Phonetic) Justice Department this time..ah..(Phonetic) 
invented the prosecution of leaks as far as we’re 
concerned. The acceptance of the idea that obedience 
to the President is the only test of a citizen's 
loyalty, and I'm sorry to say I've encountered that 
attitude a good deal not just from the Justice 
Department. That to me spells not a dictatorship 
necessarily, but an approach much like the monarchy 
that we abandoned 200 years ago. I think we could 
well ask ourselves that if RICHARD NIXON is 
re-elected, especially, maybe even if he isn't, 
could the revolution, the American revolution, 
have been betrayed by 1976, we might have it to 
all over again. 









Are you campaigning for GEORGE MC GOVERN do 
you feel? 

I’m certainly campaigning to get the facts 
of this war out. 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic) 

I think that'll help the man who has promised to 
end it, that when people look frankly at what it 
is we're doing, the fact..the rate of the bombing 
at the rate of World War II, ah..(Phonetic)..it..it 
can't help I think the..the incumbent. The..I 
think it's really a very bad sign of our public 
discuss„(Phonetic)..the way we're using our freedom 
and we do have the freedom of..of discussion in this 
country. It's a bad sign of how we're using it to 
inform ourselves that RICHARD NIXON can be seen as 
a peace president or a peace candidate as he is 
campaigning. He's ah..G....(Unintelligible name)... 
called him ah..(Phonetic) at the time of the 
Laosian invasion one of our better war presidents. 

Well now here's something you can debate reasonably I 
think. Is he one of our better war presidents or one of 
our worst war presidents? I think that's ah..(Phonetic) 
something you can disagree on. 

Ah-huh. (Phonetic) 








...but that he's a war president, you can’t really 
disagree on I think. 

And yet he’s running as a peace president. 

Ah...(Phonetic)....1 think the difference between 
these two candidates is the difference very 
simply between war and peace in Indo-China. 

I want to get back to the discussion we were having 
about a dictatorship because there's one element that 
we haven't discussed yet and that is the economic 
element of our society and many people charge that we 
live, in fact, in an economic dictatorship, that a 
small collection of very rich people and I suppose 
that's an oversimplification, really dictates such 
things as whether or not we'll get out of a 
war until it serves their interests. Do you feel 
that your treatment was somehow dictated by some 
sort of economic power? 

I don't actually..ah (Phonetic) V/e spoke earlier, and 
as I tried to say in my book, I tried for a long time 
to try to understand the war and I'm still trying, 
and there are lots of things I don't understand. 

From the documents in the Pentagon Papers one learns 
very little about economic pressures on our 
policies, and that doesn't mean they're not there 
because you don't learn much about political 








pressures either, and they are there. I know 
that from working in the pentagon. You just 
don’t write them down, so I think I have a lot 
more to learn about the way economics comes 
in. I think the revelations of ITT attitudes 
toward Chile, for example, their attempt to put 
pressure on this administration, and ah..(Phonetic) 
other data like that ah..(Phonetic) point toward 
a good deal of economic will in these matters 
but I don’t know enough about it yet. 

Let me depart because we’re running out of time, 
and I wanted to ask you this. Ah..(Phonetic) 
you took, as we said earlier, a very big step, 
obviously a big step, it’s haunting you today. 

Urn..(Phonetic)..do you feel, alright let me put 
it this way, what example would you like to leave to 
somebody else who might be looking at you by 
what you did? 

I think that we haven’t asked enough of public 
officials. They haven’t set high enough standards 
for themselves in office in a certain sense in terms 
of their loyalties to the people as a whole, to 
Congress, to the public, to the Press, as well as 
to the man who hired them or their immediate boss. 











I and I think we should ask of all public 

officials really and yet in terms of 
the paper that passes through their hands 
and the decisions that they make, they have no 
right to sign avay their rights of free speech 

/ 

or their consciences or their responsibilities 
and just hand them over to a boss and say they 
have no responsibility for what happened. 

Q And if you stood up for resistance, and you 

spoke—you speak glowingly of resistance, but 
I'm left with the impression that you don't mean 
indiscriminate resistance? 

A Ah..(Phonetic) on the contrary, I think that you 

know I think people go into government very often 
ah..(Phonetic) not just to make a living, but for 
idealistic reasons and to serve their country. I 
don't think they're doing that job as they should 
if as I say they don't act responsibly, but what 
I'm really acting..asking in fact is that..that 
they look at the consequences of what they're doing, 
act as responsible, conscientious Americans, and not 
as some robots that belong to a boss who may have 
>* brought them in. Ah..(Phonetic) the people who have 
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released information, for example on General 
LAVELLE's action to CY HEARSCH (Phonetic) 
on the weather modification plans, that 
is the rain-making in North Vietnam or the 
information on the Peers (Phonetic) report about 
Mai-Lai, the information to JACK ANDERSON. I think 
each one of those is a very responsible act. It 
informed the public. It can't conceivably, I 
think be regarded as having hurt this country 
to know that information — painful as it is. 

I think they served their country well when they did 
that. On the other hand, people who are keeping 
information secret of this..of the kind of the 
Pentagon Papers...I think some of them ought to 
re-examine their responsibilities. 

And we're out of time. Our guest today has been 
Dr. DANIEL ELLSBERG, and I'm holding his book, 
it's called "Papers On the War." He of course is 
responsible for the Pentagon Papers, and he's 
ah..(Phonetic) in this book describes him, 
the thought processes, and studies that went 
into his..his changing of decisions. That's a 











terrible oversimplification, but that's what 
happens when your under the pressure of time. At 
any rate. Dr. ELLSBERG thank you very much for being 
with us. 

Thank you. 

Thank you very much for being with us over 
the air when we've spent time discussing the 
various problems of our community and the world 
at large on "It's Happening Here." 
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Daniel Ellsberg spoke at Trinity University, San 
Antonio, Texas, October 5, 1972. The context of his speech 
was as follows: 

"There's a lot to talk about. We don't have 
a lot of time. Not just because I'm leaving 
tonight before very long to go on to Houston, but 
because I have the feeling that with the Supreme 
Court back from vacation my trial may begin again 
ygj-y shortly. I might hear tomorrow about it, and 
there really is a lot that I'd like to discuss with 
you and I wish we had more time to do it. 

"I've spent a lot of time answering questions 
the last year. One of the questions is, of course, 
'What do the Pentagon Papers really say?' And I've 
tried to answer that really most of the year. 

"Could we have the house lights up. As a 
matter of fact I like to feel. I don't like to be 
in isolation here. Anybody on the house lights? 
Anybody minding the store out there? Can you get 
the lights up? Incidentally while we're waiting, 
maybe not, there's been a blackout. Let me ask 
right now can you hear me? Gee, you're right in 
the front. You've got a problem there. Iiow about 
in back, can you hear me? Okay? There's enough 
room here and let me know, don't let it go by if 
you can't hear me. I'm sorry my voice (inaudible). 
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"When I'm asked this question, 'What do the 
Pentagon Papers really say?' I've spent most of 
the year saying don't ask me, read them. After 
all I was working on them as an expert, I helped 
write them. I was the only person really in 
1959 who had access to them. (Inaudible) research 
for the government I'm learning lessons, but the 
conclusion I had come to was that the lessons 
weren't just for the government, especially not 
just for the Executive Branch, the only part to 
have access to them. They were really for every¬ 
body. They concerned matters of life and death. 
There were issues on which the people could judge, 
in fact, had to judge, if they were going to be 
responsible for (inaudible) choosing our leaders 
if this is going to remain a democracy. So I 
really told people don't ask me, don't ask for 
expert opinion on those papers any more, read 
them, judge for yourself and see what they say. 

"Well, my wife has been telling me really 
all year, 'Face it, they're not being read. 

Nobody reads them.' I didn't read the Eantam 
book myself. I haven't read it through. I felt 
I read the Pentagon Papers, but my wife did and 
she said it is very boring and it's a summaiy of 
a summary. It's just too dense and people don't 
read it. You really ought to start talking about 
v/hat is in them. It's late in the game now. I 
think that this fall v/e're facing the time when 
that information is most needed. I don't think 
there has ever been a time in many years when 
people had as clear-cut a chance as citizens to 
end the war. They won't do it, I think, without 
the kind of information that is in the Pentagon 
Papers and I have to say that most people don't 
have that information. They haven't read them. 

So, if the polls are right, they're going to miss 
that chance, and it's, I think, the last one for 
quite a long time to end the war. 
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"Let me ask you again, I get an echo back 
here and it gives me the feeling you're, it 
must be hard to hear. Can you really hear all 
right or is it too loud? Too loud? Okay, okay. 
Coming back at me. 


"So I am going to spend some time talking 
about what I learned from some of those Pentagon 
Papers or what there is there to be learned. 

Let me ask right now if I can, 'How many people 
here have actually held in your hands or read 
any significant part of one of the four volumes 
of the Cravell (phonetic) edition, the decompressed 
edition of the Pentagon Papers?' 


"Was that a yes? I couldn't make it out. 

One person did I see? Would you stand up? Who was 
that? I did see a hand over there. Right. Where 
did you get it? I think we should have a hand for 
this man. W’here did you buy it or see it? Oregon, 
all right. Well, I horeyou don't have to go that 
far. If your bookstore doesn't have it, I wish it 
would qet it. There is a fifth volume, by the way, 
now of Analyses, edited by Nome Trumpskey (phonetic) 
and Howard Sim (phonetic), the first set of Analyses 
of the Pentagon Papers, I hope you would get, and 
I'll give you a couple of other fast references 
to easy routes to the Pentagon Papers. There is a, 
has the Indochina Peace Campaign been active on 
this campus at all or appeared here? Anybody, any 
hands? They have a small version of quotes from 
the Pentagon Papers, very easy to digest, and the 
American Friends Service Committee is about to 
put out a 130-page version, very easy quotes, 
called'Credibility Gap' for some reason and that 
will be out this month and I hope your bookstore 
will get it. 

"The Bantam book, how many of you have 
looked at part of this or read a considerable 
amount? Is it assigned in any course or any 
part of it? Kell, that's too bad, but as I said 
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"this is something I've had to face this much. 

Hy book, incidentally, has some quotes from the 
Pentagon Papers. That's what held up my writing 
it a bit, putting it out. So it is an analytical 
introduction really to the Pentagon Papers, for 
what that's worth. 

7 "Really what I'm going to talk about tonight 
is not mainly in limited time here what I learned 
from the Pentagon Papers but what I didn't have 
to read the Pentagon Papers to learn, the part 
dealing with the period that I, myself, was in 
the Defense Department, 64-65, just before I 
went over to Vietnam for the State Department, 
65-67. It was just three years ago tonight and 
last night and tomorrow night that I was up all 
night, every night Xeroxing the Pentagon Papers 
to give them to the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. That was three years ago. The result 
is, let's say that within a week or so I may be 
back on trial for a set of charges that were 
rather imaginative. It turned out that there was 
no law that I had broken in terms of any previous 
interpretation of law. I wasn't clear on that as 
a layman while I was doing the Xeroxing, but in 
the years lienee, the last year while I have been 
on trial essentially in the pretrial period we've 
really discovered that the classification statutes 
on which the which were clearly broken here, the 
classification regulations, pardon me, were not 
based on a statute so they had to reinterpret the 
existing laws in such a way as to make what I had 
done and what I had admitted doing illegal so that 
I could be sent to prison as a determent to other 
people to do it. 

"The first of those charges, which is the 
most imaginative one in a way, is Conspiracy to 
Defraud the Government of Its Lawful Function of 
Controlling Information. It had never been used 
before to control information in this way, but it 
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"is rather ironic because it's a charge I would 
not be facing, I guess, if five years before I 
started Xeroxing the Pentagon Papers back in 
1964 if I had not been spending nights in those 
days participating in a real conspiracy and one 
in which a lot of fraud was conducted, really 
7,000 pages of fraud of the Pentagon Papers 
rdvealed covering a 25-year period. So there 
are real conspiracies. This particular one was 
carried out, a conspiracy as I now understand it, 
though I didn't see it at the time, to commit 
aggressive war against Vietnam. One that was 
carried out and really still is being carried 
out. I mention that not to encourage really 
prostitution of other individuals to join me 
in the dock but to make the point that there are 
laws, there are international laws that have been 
broken in our involvement. I certainly was not 
very conscious of them when I was in the Executive 
Branch. Ke didn't think about that. Vie had a 
General Council in the Defense Department, but 
above all we worked for the President. VJe figured 
the laws didn't apply to us, and they didn't for 
practical purposes. If you worked for the 
President or if you are the President you are 
beyond the lav:. That may not be the theory in 
the Constitution but in practice that's the way 
Presidents think and they're allowed to think that 
way by the courts and by the press and by the 
people and they act that way. In any case, really 
the first night that I spent working on Vietnam 
problems after virtually a deceaae of working on 
defense problems, somewhat less than, no six years 
really, plus three years in the Marine Corps, of 
working on defense problems as a consultant for the 
government or as a member of the Rams (phonetic) 
Corporation or as an official. I really started to 
work on Vietnam as Special Assistant to the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense, a lawyer named John McNawton 
from the Harvard Law School, who is now dead. 


"This job meant working on Vietnam for McNamara 
about 70 percent of the time and he told me when I 
came to work for him that my job would be to work 
for him on Vietnam 100 percent of the time. That 
turned out to be 70 hours a week essentially, many 
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"nights, every day, seven days a week and it kept 
me pretty involved in the course of a year, 
starting from scratch. But the first night is 
still very easy for me to remember and turned out 
to be of considerable significance, more than I 
knew at the time. It was the night of the alleged 
second raid on our destroyer patrol in the Gulf of 
Tdnkin and we spent the night really watching the 
reports of our so-called reprisal attack on targets 
in North Vietnam, our first overt bombing mission 
against North Vietnam, the night of August 4, 19G4. 
As I said, I started cold at that point on Vietnam 
so I didn't know a lot that led up to that. I did 
in the fleeting months. I got to know things that 
had happened before that time and I learned a lot 
more when I finally did read the Pentagon Papers 
for Secretary I'cNamara years later in 07. The 
story is told pretty well in this Bantam I'ook, much 
better in the Volume 3 of the Cravcll (phonetic) 
edition. There's still a lot that isn't told there 
but I'll sticl: to what you can document, you can 
pick up in documents. 

"The afternoon of that day was spent watching 
cables come in from these destroyers in the Tonkin 
Gulf. Ey the way, it's a fairly young audience, 

I noticed, how many people can actually remember 
that night, for instance, saw the President on 
television at midnight on August 4, 19G4? Well, 
maybe it is a night one remembers. I remember 
Pearl Harbor Day, for instance, when I was 10. 
Anyway, we watched these cables come in and there 
were some that corresponded with what the public 
was told at the time, two torpedoes in the water. 

It was 12 hours difference in the Tonkin Gulf so 
it was very black night as these destroyers were 
maneuvering at high speed in the Tonkin Gulf that 
night on what was called a (inaudible) patrol. 

They reported that they were under attack, all this 
from radar, they couldn't see anything in the 
darkness. They reported torpedo wakes on their 
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"radar, two wakes, two torpedoes, five torpedoes, 
nine torpedoes, got up to about 22. We vcere 
getting these minute-by-minute cables, very dramatic, 
just like the movies, and you got the impression 
finally there were other (inaudible) . It was just 
(inaudible) with torpedoes, like eels or fish, and 
suddenly a cable came that the public was not told 
about at that time from Commander Slierrick (phonetic) , 
head of the patrol, saying in effect hold everything. 
Most of these torpedo reports seemed to be the 
result of an 'over-eager' sonar man, try that, say 
that, over-eager sonar man, reporting wake radar 
records off our own wake as we're maneuvering and 
they kept bouncing back at the wake. And he said 
we are sure, we feel sure there was at least one 
torpedo, he said, the first one, but after that 
(inaudible) he sent back other cables saying 
suggest, an order had already gone out now to 
conduct reprisal raids against North Vietnam when 
this cable came in, he said suggest, but not 
immediately, it was to be done at first light. 

Suggest you hold everything. Do not take any 
action, any irrevocable action, until we have time 
to conduct an investigation in daylight, meaning 
look for wreckage. They thought they had hit some 
torpedo boats which they thought they had seen on 
their radar so there should be some wreckage or 
oil slicks and the helicopters or planes from the 
nearby carriers can search the area and look for 
torpedo boats in general. But the order, as I said, 
had already gone out. The President, I remember 
very well, this comes back to me, one problem was 
a great confusion that went on almost throughout 
the night as to what the time zone was in that 
area. That led, by the way, to a very 'embarrassing' 
problem. The President was determined to get on 
the television and to announce our reprisal in 
prime time or at least before everyone is asleep, 
so 11:00 or 12:00 was the latest, but at the same 
time he didn't want them to hear about it for the 
first time the next morning. On the other hand 
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"the carriers were having a lot of trouble 
getting into position. He wanted to be sure that 
the planes were over the target he hoped by the 
time the announcement was made. In the end 
because of delays in the carriers' getting off, 
and I remember this, as I say minute by minute, 
and everybody looting at clocks. At the end it 
was clear they were not going to be over the 
target so he was going to settle for their at 
least being off the carrier and at least on their 
way and so forth. It turned out actually in the 
end that becausecf this confusion in time zone 
they weren't off carrier entirely by the time he 
made the announcement and that led to a little 
controversy the next day about his announcing it 
to the other side on television that they were 


coming but in any case the raids were carried out. 
The immediate aftermath, and they did not wait 
for the investigation, but what happens, by the 
way, that Anthony Austin (phonetic), it was clear 
to me at the time that people around me, including 
Secretary McNamara, whom I didn't sec but I kept 
getting reports from McNawton, Lelievcd there 
probably was an attack. They were very clear 
that there was not clear evidence of the attack 
as they told the American people. They were very 
clear that it was nothing you could really prove, 
it was in the darkness, they really had no good 
sightings and as a matter of fact I was sort of 
snapping in on this job. My predecessor, a Special 
Assistant to McNawton, was separated from that job 
very abruptly and sworn in as Deputy Assistant 
Secretary and sent out to the Far East precisely 
to gather evidence that would shore up our 
position that there had been an attack, which is 
how I got sworn in a little bit earlier than has 
been planned after this. 


"It was very clear that it was a very ambiguous 
situation but in which there probably one thought 
had been in an attack. It really wasn't until quite 
recently that an investigative reporter named Tony 
Austin of the New York Times by interviews, by 
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"getting new documents, that he really did what 
I thought couldn't be done and that was resolve 
this uncertainty years later. I told him when he 
set out, I said you're not going to settle this 
one. I had seen all the classified reports, all 
the Navy reports, they're all left with an 
irreducible uncertainty as to whether there really 
was an attack but I think there probably was. 

Ke proved there wasn't. He changed my mind. I 
really did not think he was going to do that and 
I won't go through that whole story but I'll refer 
you to his book The President's War , which gives 
in great detail, although he can't tell all of his 
evidence, but I was aware of what his evidence was. 
It convinced me finally after all what McNamara 
to this day probably doesn't know’ and surely has 
not read Austin's book that, in fact, there was no 
attack. Johnson came to suspect that earlier, by 
the way, and he used to berate to the Navy about it 
and he used to kid them, that there really hadn't 
been an attack. It so happens, by the way, that in 
September, exactly the same slev; of reports came 
in from this destroyer patrol, the same drama, the 
same torpedoes, the same kind of messages, the same 
sightings, and so forth. This time they held up, 
this was two months later, almost two months later. 
They held up, they did do the investigation, they 
made it clear there was no attack and they didn't 
do anything. In fact, they never really told the 
public about it. In any case, what had happened, 
what was being told to the Senate, was something 
different. The first was, of course, the certainty 
that there had been an attack. Second, there had 
been an unprovoked attack which called for the 
Senate to pass extremely promptly the Tonkin Gulf 
Resolution. Senator Morris (phonetic) had gotten 
information from a Navy Captain, he said, he never 
revealed his source, which told him something odd, 
that it had not been an unprovoked attack but that, 
in fact, there had been a covert raid by South 
Vietnamese patrol boats, torpedo boats, on the 
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"coast of North Vietnam the night before this 
alleged attack and also the night before an 
actual attack on our destroyers had taken place 
in daylight two days earlier on August 2. That 
before both of these incidents and in particular 
before the one that certainly did occur there 
had been clear provocation and that the North 
Vietnamese had reason to believe that the 
destroyers were connected with the patrol boats. 

"This is all in secret hearings in executive 
session before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee so I didn't know at the time, working 
for McNavton, what Secretary McNamara, my boss, 
was actually saying to the Senate about this. 

The result, of course, incidentally Morris to 
get these hearings had had to make a threat 
which was never to be repeated in the history 
of the Vietnam war. He threatened to filibuster. 
Thev wanted the vote to be passed without, any 
discussion whatever. Morris said if we don't have 
a day of hearings before we pass what the Defense 
Department was to regard as a functional 
equivalent of a declaration of war so that they 
never again asked Congress to participate in any 
decision relating to the expansion of the war. 
lie thought there ought to be one day of 
discussion in the Senate and to get it he had 
to threaten to filibuster, so he got his hearing. 
No one since, incidentally, no (inaudible) Senator 
has ever threatened or carried out a filibuster 
related to Vietnam. No dove in the Senate has 
done what every southern Senator has done for 
generations, as a matter of reflex, to resist 
civil rights, in fact, which does put a limit 
to the resistance, let's say, of Congress to this 
war and does show the extent to which they have 
been partners, whether or not they fulfill their 
Constitutional function to declare war and carry 
on the war. On the other hand, when they passed 
this resolution the question really does arise 
was there by any chance a fraud or even a 
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"conspiracy to commit fraud, meaning a concerted, 
deliberate effort by a number of people to do 
what they Knew was un-Constitutional or illegal. 

I couldn't have answered that at the time, not 
knowing what the Senate had really been told, 
but when I read the Pentagon Papers as part of 
the study later on I found that Morris, in fact, 
had raised these questions very closely. Mr. 
McNamara had replied, 'I (inaudible) played 
absolutely no part in, was not associated with, 
was not aware of any South Vietnamese actions if 
there were any. The Maddox (inaudible) the destroy 
Maddox operating in international waters was 
carrying out a routine patrol of the type we carry 
out all over the world at all times. There was no 
connection between this patrol and any action by 
South Vietnam. Now, I would have been a little 
uneasy about that statement if I * d seen that 
testimony at the time because on the basis of one 
day's involvement in the thing I knew that each 
word of it was untrue. Of course, I've really 
gotten into the Defense Department because I 
admired Mr. McNamara, whom I worked with a good 
deal since 1961 . I think there was no other 
official that I respected more. I think I would 
have given in to the benefit of the doubt at that 
time, not knowing what it was all leading to 
certainly, and feeling he must know what he is 
doing and he must have some good reason for lyina 
to the Senate like that. And, of course, these 
are covert actions and that's what makes them 
covert, you lie to conceal. Still I think I 
would have been uneasy before classified executive 
sessions. Is it really right for a man whose 
appointment has been confirmed by the Senate to 
use that job to lie to them on the issue of war 
and peace even v:hen he is doing it for his boss, 
the President? I hope I would have had that 
reaction. At any rate, I wasn't tested because 
at that moment because I didn't read about it. 
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"When I say that it was entirely untrue the cables 
that are in the Pentagon Papers and are available 
now and I refer you to, show very well the Navy 
was very well aware of these so-called South 
Vietnamese actions that had taken place, even the 
destroyer was aware of them. The (inaudible) fleet 
in Hawaii had suggested, in fact, that destroyers 
b^ used to distract North Vietnamese reaction from 
the South Vietnamese so-called South Vietnamese 
actions which were known as 34—A actions, the number 
of the covert plan by (inaudible) to cover such 
actions. And one other thing, they weren't South 
Vietnamese actions. They were American actions. 

The actions which in fact provoked the first attack 
on our destroyer and if there was a second attack, 
which is now rather academic, since there wasn't, 
would have provoked the second attack. (Inaudible) 
patrol boats bought from Norway by CIA with crews 
recruited by CIA from Thailand, Chinese Nationalists, 
some Vietnamese, Burmese, various types, trained by 
the Navy. Each detail of the operation was 
controlled by McPhee (phonetic) in Saigon and Ly the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. I mention that in particular 
because as recently as 1971 I would say until the 
Pentagon Papers came out, even after the second set 
of hearings on these actions, they were invariably 
described by everyone as South Vietnamese actions. 

The difference is not academic, in a way, it's 
academic now with so much that has happened, but in 
a way it's a prototype, it's a microcosm of everything 
that's happened in Vietnam. V.’hen we loci; on our 
television now and we look at South Vietnamese 
allies, when we're looking at Tu (phonetic) do we 
see as we should an American employee, not a totally 
obedient, controllable employee any more than 
Lestmoreland or Abrams or henry Cabot Lougc was 
totally controllable, whether lie was in the U.N. or 
whether he was in Saigon, where I vorkcu for him. 

He has his own bargaining position. lie has his own 
uegrec of independence. lie can be fired as easily 
as Henry Cal?ot Lodge could have been fired. 
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"When we look at (inaudible) do we see an ally 
that we're conunitted to supporting, being bombed, 
challenging us to continue our support. I think 
we do, by the way. That's the way we see it 
described on by our President and also by the 
media. Anyone v;ho has been in Vietnam, I would 
say, and certainly anyone who has read the Pentagon 
Papers should be able to see it slightly differently. 
For good or bad you are seeing Asian-Aroerican 
soldiers, mercenaries, serving American policy. 

And as in Quan Tri (phonetic) when they retreat 
throwing off their American Army helmets and their 
American boots in a fit really of shame and despair 
in having lived their lives as mercenaries fighting 
against the independence of their country. At any 
rate that's the way I think one does perceive it 
when one has read these papers. I put it to you. 
Don't take my word for it. The papers are there, 
form your own opinion. But it does make a 
difference as you'll see. In any case there was 
no question whatever about the 34-A operations, 
those were our operations. And the Senate was 
deceived about them. 

"Next Secretary McNamara, Secretary Rusk, was 
invited to testify on this. (Inaudible) asked him 
'I take it we didn't know about these boats that 
were used for attacks on North Vietnamese targets 
and we acquiesced in that policy.' The public, 
remember, at this time was told nothing of these 
attacks. This is secret testimony. V.'c acquiesced, 
is that correct? 'In the larger sense that is so,' 
said Rusk, 'but as far as any particular detail 
is concerned we don't from Washington follow that 
in any great detail.' Now that particular piece of 
information was then not unimportant. It conveyed 
the rather significant message these are our allies' 
actions legitimate in the sense that they are 
involved in a civil war of a sort or defending 
themselves against aggression, so forth. We can't 
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"stop them. We may know about it, etc., but it's 
not us happening. It has nothing to do with the 
attacks on cur ships in waters. Again I would 
have been a little surprised certainly and perhaps 
disturbed to hear that discussion in the kind of 
detail we followed them in. Here were the plans 
that I as a GS-18, which is the equivalent to a 
Lieutenant General in ran];, the highest Civilian 
Service grade, which is what I was. Here was one 
of my more menial jobs, I was to carry around the 
php for a plan 34-A each month to be initialled 
by Secretary Rusk's Deputy, the Under-Secretary 
of State, and by the Under-Secretary of Defense, 
and by McGeorge Grundy for the President. In each 
case the person would sit there, read, read it all, 
have it explained to him by me or more by a JCS 
representative, Frank Sheets (phonetic), who had 
helped design the plan, and then okayed by each 
department for the President before any raid was 
carried out. And here was the vcay in which those 
raids were described. This is one that I carried 
around. One to thirty, September, this is in the 
Bantam book. Maritime operations. Demolition 
of route one bridge by infiltrated team accompanied 
by fire support teams. Place short delay charges 
against stands and caissons. Place anti-personnel 
mines on road approaches. This bridge previously 
hit but now repaired. 

"By the way, how many people, are there 
any vets here from Vietnam? None? Just one? 
Anybody whose been around Vietnam very much will 
recognize, I think, or certainly should (inaudible) 
that the placing of anti-personnel charges is not 
something that gets into regimental plans or 
division plans. Ke're sort of talking about 
squad level and platoon level, discussions here. 

One to thirty, September, bombard Cape Huidau 
(phonetic) observation post with 61 millimeter 
mortars and 4 0 millimeter guns from 2 PTF's. 

V? 
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"One to thirty, September, demolish another 

bridge, etc. , etc. , bombard llanu (phonetic) 

Island. This goes on. K, bombard, let's see, 

bombard Cape Muiran (phonetic) in conjunction 

with capture mission that was to kidnap some 

Vietnamese fishermen to bring them back for 

interrogation. 

/ 

"Well, this might seem like rather small 
stuff for the Under-Secretary of State to be 
spending his afternoons worrying about, placing 
81 millimeter mortar rounds and kidnaping a few 
Vietnamese fishermen. It was the only war we 
had then and it wasn't really until that spring, 
the next spring, that the same people got iito 
to the heady, more heady job of picking bombing 
targets in North Vietnam at the Tuesday luncheons 
at the V.’hite House. And the reason that a GS-18 
was carrying around this stuff was again that it 
was covert, it was the kind of stuff that. 
Secretaries had to lie to the Senate about and 
so it had to be kept fairly high up in channels. 

I knew about that. I didn't know what Rusk, how 
Rusk, was describing this lack of detail to the 
Senate at that time. 

"How did we get into the bombing and why, 
what was that all about? Or what was this all 
leading up to? I must say that I don't think 
the (inaudible) patrols, which by the way were not 
routine patrols, they were intelligence patrols 
for the purpose of provoking radar action, radars 
to be turned on by making fast raids in and out 
of the coastal waters of Vietnam.. It is done all 
over the world so in that sense it was routine, 
but the Senators probably didn't realize just how 
routine all that way. I don't think that was for 
the purpose of provoking this reaction but the 
desire and the plans to bomb North Vietnam had 
been there for a long time, since the spring of 
64, before I came around, and that's why we were 
able to act so fast and why we were so fast off 
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"the trigger in the middle of the night when we 
knew the information was as bad as it was. Also, 
the moment it had happened, when the Navy 
discovered that it was possible to get the North 
Vietnamese to attack a U. S. Naval vessel and to 
get this kind of support out of Congress even 
during an election campaign, they then came up 
with just lots of ideas. We got a very long top 
secret memo, which is described in the Pentagon 
Papers, by the Joint Chiefs of provocation plans. 

We were already sending new (inaudible) over, of 
course. North Vietnam so send them over lower, 
you know, 60,000 feet is too high to get a 
reaction, as it was. Would you believe 30,000? 
how about 10,000? And they really got down to 
jets causing sonic booms over Hanoi. As you know, 
if that won't get a rise out of some (inaudible) 
to which vie can respond then they may have some 
other ideas and if that didn't work, well, that's 
the military. They're always making proposals like 
that, but my Loss, John McNawton, a harvard law 
professor for whom I have the greatest respect and 
still respect in many ways, wrote on September 3, 

1940, 64 or just about when I was coming aboard 
officially as his assistant, took some bargaining 
with the Civil Service Commission, 'The situation 
in South Vietnam is deteriorating, even before the 
government sank into confusion last week.' It was 
a very black fall, that's election fall. 'The 
course of the war in South Vietnam had been down 
with Viet Cong incidents increasing in number and 
intensity, etc.' All is very rather familiar I'm 
afraid. 'Successful ambushes had demonstrated 
an unwillingness of the population even what was 
thought to be pacified areas to run the risk of 
informing on the Viet Cong. War weariness was 
apparent.' This is 64. 'The objective of the U. S. 
is to reverse the present downward trend. The 
main idea suggested is outside the borders of South 
Vietnam. There is a chance the downward trend 
can be reversed or at least a convincing demonstration 
made of the great costs and risks incurred by a 
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"country which conmits aggression against an ally 
of ours. You notice how these perceptions crept 
in even to the official interior (inaudible). 

The idea was and to bring actions against North 
Vietnam. This, by the way, was what Barry 
Goldwater was suggesting at the time for which he 
was being called, of course, an extreme fanatic 
ndt. And it is true, as a matter of fact, I think, 
that President Johnson did not focus on the 
problem and really make his decision to carry out 
the Goldwater plan until later. It is also true 
that every one of his military and civilian 
advisors was proposing no later than the start of 
the new year that we should carry out this plan, 
which the President was denouncing as an extremist, 
nutty idea. There was a certain amount of deception 
in that campaign of 1964. If you ask, by the way, 
why these Harvard professors, and McNawton was not 
the only one who was a Harvard professor, (inaudible) 
was another (inaudible) of them, not to be.invidious 
I was from harvard. Could you say how could they 
bring themselves to be quite so deceptive to the 
public and to allow this, such a misleading 
impression to go on. I'll tell you in that 
particular case that the opponent, the alternative 
is Goldwater. Anything to beat Goldwater has got 
to be all right basically and landslide is better 
than not. That's what the President wanted. So 
I don't think they felt too bad. They were very 
clear that it would not be helpful to the election 
to expose to the electorate just what they had in 
mind. Plans they now call when they read them in 
the New York Times contingency plans but which were, 
in fact, proposals,schedules that were carried out. 

So contingency plan is a little misleading 
description of what we have here. 


"Four, these actions should be lightly at some 
point to provoke, well, let's see, three, they, two, 
they should cause apprehension, the kind of actions 
we should do, ideally increasing apprehension in 
the DRV, the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, a 
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"name that required, by the way, in 1945 when 
the Emperor Bau Dai (phonetic) abdicated formally 
to President lio Chi Min (phonetic), accepting a 
role as a commoner with the title, named Ven Twi 
(phonetic) he took, with the title Supreme 
Counselor to President Ho Chi Min. For a year 
and a half Ho Chi Min ruled as President, 
recognized as Head of State by the French among 
other people with whom he negotiated in North 
Vietnam before the French began their attempt 
at colonial military reconquest of the country, 
reinvasion and reconquest. This is the kind of 
history I didn't know, I must say, when I was 
in the Pentagon and it struck me as quite 
surprising and relevant when I finally did read 
it in the Pentagon Papers. Anyway, three, they 
should be likely at some point to provoke a 
military DRV response. Four, the provoked response 
should be likely to provide good grounds for us 
to escalate if we wished. We should watch for 
other DRV actions which would justify retaliation. 
Among such DRV actions might be downing of U. S. 
(inaudible) reconnaissance, (inaudible) the 
attacks on South Vietnamese POL petroleum, 
(inaudible) the attacks on takeover of airfields 
on which U. S. aircraft are deployed likely, it 
says. That with that we did get, you remember, 

Ben Nau (phonetic) and finally Pla Ku (phonetic), 
to which we 'retaliated' finally in the spring. 

"Special considerations. No, if worst comes 
and South Vietnam disintegrates or their behavior 
becomes abominable, as of September, and you won't 
remember that but that suggests interesting 
standards, if it were to become more abominable 
than it was then, not to make a joke out of it, 
the coups that were succeeding each other every 
few weeks in the fall of 64 were featured by such 
sayings, aspects of our policy really in keeping 
these generals in office, as 14-year-old toys 
running through the streets of Saigon cutting 
people up with butcher knives basically. It was 
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"total black chaos, described as such, pretty well 
described in these papers actually. Then our 
objective is 'to (quote) disown (unquote) South 
Vietnam, hopefully leaving the image of (quote) 
a patient who died despite the extraordinary- 
efforts for a good doctor (unquote). The relevant 
audiences,' Mciiawton goes on, 'of U. S. actions 
are the communists, who must feel strong pressures, 
pressures of their abstract work. The South 
Vietnamese (euote) v;hose morale must )e (inaudible) 
are allies (inaudible) Vietnam who must trust us 
as unuerwriters and the U. S. public (which must 
support our risk-taking with U. S. lives and prestige). 
During the next two months because, that is, before 
the election, because of the lack of (quote) rebuttal 
time (unquote) before election to justify 
particular actions which may be distorted to the 
U. S. public we must act distorted such as North 
Vietnam kept saying there had never been a second 
attack and that there had been provocation and so 
forth. Tldfs what they were saying. Vie must act 
with special care, signaling to the DRV that 
initiatives are being taken, to the GVI1 that we 
are behaving energetically despite the restraints 
of our political (inaudible) and to the U. S. 
public that we are behaving with good purpose and 


restraint. 


"Well, the election occurred. On the day of 
the election in which Johnson did win with a 
landslide Assistant Secretary of State for Far 
East William Bundy (phonetic), now the Editor of 
Foreign Affairs, who was recently by colleague at 
MIT Center for International Affairs, convened 
a working group from State, Defense and CIA and 
the White House to consider the bombing of North 
Vietnam, different options. I was a member of 
that Washington group for the Defense Department. 
That was on election day, 1964, not earlier and 
not by coincidence, to consider the Goldwater 
plan, in other words. The reason Goldwater came 
.jJ out with that plan, by the way, he now tells us 
1 ! after the Pentagon Papers came out, he knew of 
all these proposals at the time. He was a Major 
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"General in the Air Force Reserve, member of the 
Senate Armed Forces Committee. lie knew it all. 

He knew the President was lying and misleading 
the public and denying his plan, knowing that 
every member of his staff, his cabinet, was 
recommending this same plan. Goldwater didn't 
share that knowledge with us. After all he's an 
obedient(inaudible) security didn't feel he had a 
responsibility as a Senator and as the candidate 
for office and as a highest office and as a 
citizen to share with his fellow citizens what we 
and the North Vietnamese were in for these last 
eight years. But that's his choice. It's the 
same kind of choice I made at that time. I didn't 
open my mouth either and I knew about it. I've 
had a lot of time to think recently what would 
have happened if I had told someone else, one of 
the many people who know all this, had told at the 
time how the American public was being lied to and 
how a declaration of war was being (inaudible) by 
fraud, how an election was being riggeo by 
(inaudible). Very late in the game I came to ask 
myself did I have the right after all to help 
conceal those lies and deceptions. What gave me 
the right to help fool my fellow citizens and the 
Senate in that fashion. It took a long time for 
me to reach that question. It was a very 
challenging question when it finally came but I 
didn't think in those terms at the time any more 
than Goldwater did. At any rate, the bombing was 
on its way. Why? The Goldwater plan actually 
was a rotten plan as the President said. It was as 
bad as he said. It was crazy. Obviously it did 
fail. It's failing now. So why did these men 
ever get aboard such a wild, crazy, rotten idea. 

As a matter of fact, that's one aspect of the war 
that I did think at the time was very bad. So 
did McNawton, by the way. lie thought it was a 
terrible plan. We both criticized it to our 
bosses, respectively, he to McNai.’.ara, who liked 
it. IicNawton kept his mouth shut too and carrieu 
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"the plan out very loyally for his boss and I 
think he was wrong to do that, but everybody 
else, all of our colleagues, did it too. How 
could they ever have thought that such a plan 
would work, because the intelligence people 
told them it would work? Well, I haven't got 
the reference here but the intelligence estimates 
you can look up in these chapters of the Pentagon 
Papers uniformly said it would not work. It said 
the men in Hanoi who have been fighting our policy 
for 25 years or at that time actually less than 
20 years are not about to stop because they get 
bombed. You can destroy Hanoi and Hai Fong 
(phonetic) but they fought eight years against the 
French while the French occupied Hanoi and Hai 
Fong. So take it right out, take it out with a 
nuclear weai>on, that isn't going to change the 
war in effect. Blockade, mining, that won't change 
it. The stuff will get down. They don't need very 
much. This is what intelligence is saying in 
61, G3, 64 and €5 and to get ahead of my story 69 
to President Nixon and 71 to President Nixon and 
72. They've always been right. There were other 
people, the Air Force and sometimes the Navy, who 
did say otherwise, they've always been wrong. 

They didn't look very good at the time. When you 
put the two estimates next to each other you could 
see which one made sense very easily. That you 
could see and that I could see. So why did they 
go for it? Well, the objective that McHawton, 
the reason McNawton gets quoted so much here is 
because his files, but really because he was dead, 
were wholly available to the study at that time, 
his private files. Also, he was McNamara's staff 
man. He put more on paper for McNamara. The 
superior doesn't have to put as much cn paper to 
justify to other people but to tell a boss or to 
give McNamara usually a talking paper to use with 
Rusk or other people, lie would put on paper 
arguments that he had discussed with McNamara, 
arguments that he knew. He didn't try to convince 
McNamara on paper. That's one thing that has to be 
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"understood when you read these papers. McNawton 
is represented a great deal, but the reason he 
is so explicit in paper is because he is giving 
McNamara arguments previously discussed with 
McNamara which McNamara found agreeable and that 
McNamara could use in turn the talking paper 
when he dealt with meetings with Rusk or with the 
President. (Inaudible) really quite representative 
opinions. The (inaudible) is as McNawton described 
them, were these, a much quoted document: 

"March 24, 1905, this is after the bombings 
have started, after w T e had finally gotten that 
provocation, the attack on our planes at Pla Ku 
killed eight Americans and would set us to doing 
our preplanned plane attack on North Vietnam 
accompanied to a television announcement from the 
White House (inaudible) no whiter war. Interesting 
refrain, by the way, you know the way people in 
staff write documents, if you know or don't know, 
they get out the previous statement of the most 
relevant occasion and they plagiarize it as much 
as possible. Inside the government this is the 
way you do things, very fast. You don't have 
pride of authorship and perhaps the (inaudible) 
is taken in that case from the statement that 
accompanied the Tonkin Gulf raids, the first raids 
in August, at which time President Johnson also 
said we seek no whiter war. And this goes across 
adminfetrations. V'hen we went into Cambodia under 
President Nixon's Secretary Laird's announcement 
was we seek no whiter war. They dropped that 
phrase on Laos. 

"The aims, one, U. S. aims by McNawton. Seventy 
percent to avoid a humiliating U. S. defeat to our 
reputation as (inaudible). Twenty percent to keep 
South Vietnam and the adjacent territory from 
Chinese hands. Ten percent to permit the people 
of South Vietnam to enjoy better, freer way of life. 
Not capitals not quote to help a friend, although 
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"it would be hard to stay if asked out. Lhy 
write down, you know, what we're not doing it 
for, to remind people not to kid themselves rn 
certain points, not to press certain things 
in public which couldn't possibly be sustained 
and so forth. It's got to be justified in terms 
of U. S. objectives for doing something this 
serious. Don't try to tell the American people 
we're doing all this and putting all our troops 
in in order just to help a friend, that was, they 
were clear about it, especially since it's untrue 
or since it happens to be untrue also. Do it 
in favor of U. S. objectives but the U. S. 
objectives honestly to ourselves are to avoid 
humiliation if you've heard that again more 
recently but the date on this is March 24, 

1965. The bombing had begun that month. The 
bombing in retrospect was so small in 65 that 
it hardly counts. I forget what it was, it was 
like 20,000 times, something that we do in a 
week now so it didn't amount to much. It 
really began to get moving by the spring of 
1966 a year later. At that time the expectations 
of all this, the thought that bombing might get 
the North Vietnamese to stop, might do something, 
might coerce them into calling off the war, so you 
might as well try it. That was the main mood in 
which the bombing was undertaken. They were clear 
that wasn't going to happen. The fighting in the 
Aushaw Valley (phonetic) showed that the North 
Vietnamese were (inaudible) in the fall of 1965, 
were qoing to reinforce and that a very big war was 
coming. They weren't backing down after ail. The 
intelligence estimates it turned out had been right, 
and the qamble by the civilian officials had been 
wrong. It wasn't working. At that point McNamara, 
who was a realistic man to his boss, not to the 
public, wrote on December 7, 1965, Pearl harbor 
Day, 'If the U. S. were willing to commit enough 
forces, perhaps 600,060 men or more, we could 
ultimately prevent the DP.WC from sustaining the 
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"conflict at a significant level.' We were up to 
about 175,000 at that point. But he goes on to 
argue the intelligence estimate is the chances 
are a little better than even that at this stage, 
that is this 100,000 men, Hanoi and (inaudible) 
would choose to reduce the effort in the south and 
try to salvage their resources for another day. 

But there is almost an equal chance that they 
would enlarge the war and bring in large numbers 
of Chinese forces. It follows, therefore, that 
the odds are about even, this is now the beginning 
of, this is the end of 1965, about even that even 
with the recommended deployments, another 200,000 
men, we will be faced in early 67 with a military 
standoff at a much higher level v’ith pacification 
still stalled and with any prospect of military 
success marred by the chances of active Chinese 
intervention. 

"I was in Vietnam on the ground. I was doing 
patrolling, evaluating the pacification process 
in I corps, and two corps, three corps and four 
corps, actually, all the corps areas. I knew that 
prospects in South Vietnam as well as any other 
person at that point in the fidLd. I was a special 
assistant to Deputy /vmbassador. I had been there 
two years when Bill Lundy (phonetic), a colleague, 
came over for a visit once. He wanted a briefing 
on pacification and he sent a cable ahead that he 
wanted to speak to one person, Dan Ellsberg. And 
I came off a patrol with the Marines, came down 
on a night flight from Da Hang to Saigon to talk 
to him in the morning on a Sunday morning and tell 
him that pacification was stalled at a much higher 
level of activity. I hadn't read this memo at that 
time. I was in Vietnam when this was written. 

Tut he said it was 50-50. But, in fact, that's 
what did happen. 

"7\t this point, a month later, I again was in 
Saigon by this time but my old boss IlcHawton was 
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"writing, not 70 percent, 20 percent, 10 percent, 
but just the present U. S. objectives in Vietnam 
is to avoid humiliation. The reasons why we 
went into Vietnam to the present depth are varied 
but they are now largely academic. They weren't 
really. They had a good deal to do with the 
legitimacy of our killing one Vietnamese more but 
in the eyes, I would say my own eyes, I would have 
accepted that statement probably at the time. I 
hadn't read the history so I didn't know how 
relevant it really was. I had a wrong idea of 
the history in my head. V7hy we have not withdrawn 
from Vietnam is by all odds one reason, one, to 
preserve our reputation as a guarantor and thus 
to preserve our effectiveness in the rest of the 
world. We have not hung on two, to save a friend 
or three, to deny the communists the (inaudible) 
because the dominoes don't fall for that reason 
in this case. Intelligence has always said that 
the domino theory did not work. They have always 
given a lie to the President (inaudible) President^ 
statements to the contrary. They still do. Or 
even for to prove that wars of national liberation 
won't work. At each decision point we have gambled. 
These memos are written to McNamara, by the way. 

At each point to avoid the damage to our effectiveness 
of defaulting on our commitment we have upped the 
ante. V«’e have not defaulted and the ante and 
commitment is now very high. It is important that 
we behave so as to protect our reputation. At the 
same time, since it is our reputation that is at 
stake and so forth (inaudible) we are in an escalating 
military stalemate. 

"January, 1966. At this point the real bombing 
of North Vietnam began. McNamara despite his estimate 
that the odds were 50-50 that what aid occur would 
occur, the escalating military stalemate, did 
recommend sor .*2 more forces. They did go up to 550,000 
and at that point Westmoreland was asking for another 


, 200,000 that would have brought them to not 600 but 

to 700,000 and that wouldn't have been enough. 
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"Sixty-six, January 66, at about that time 
McNamara disillusioned with the bombinc: began to 
work to cut it down and he did so until he was 
fired a year and a half later before he could, 
Johnson was afraid he might ultimately betray 
him to Robert Kennedy, it appears, so he fired 
him, kicked him upstairs in December of 19, no 
Movember actually of 1967, just while the 
Pentagon Papers were starting to be written. 

In December of 67 we had dropped one and a half 
mil lien tons of 1 ombs on North Vietnam, and bouth 
Vietnam or as much as all wc hud cropped in 
world -'nr II in Europe, ht this point McNamara 
left. but very shortly after that v/e cut Lack 
the bombing cf North Vietnam, you remember, in 
196 3, we cut it back, v/c expected the war to be 
over. A. new candidate was elected to end the war, 
we thought, lie said he would end the war. 
Negotiations actually started toward the end of 
the year. The bombing of North Vietnam was 
entirely dropped and in that year of 1968 
President Johnson dropped another million and 
a half tons of bombs, so his total was tree point 
two million tons, as much as all of World War II, 
two million tons, plus Korea, one million tons. 
Johnson at this point had dropped more bombs than 
any man in history. As a result cf the policy 
which his advisors had agreed as late, as early as 
early 1966 my old bosses, was just to prevent 
humiliation, their humiliation essentially, and 
their effectiveness. They didn't really ask what 
price they were justified in paying in terms of 
either U. S. lives or Vietnamese lives and no 
U. S. official has ever asked that. As a mater 
of fact, we did a lot of estimating of how many 
tires would come down the Ilo Chi Min trail, what 
the attrition factor was, what the birth rate was 
in North Vietnam, so how many people it would be 
necessary to kill to run North Vietnam out of 
men. We estimated all kinds cf things. The 
estimates weren't all very good, son.e were better 
than others, but we did the best we could. 
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"One thing no U. S. official has ever, ever asked 
for an estimate of was the number of Indochinese 
altogether, men, women, children, boys, babies, 
that we would kill in the next year with our 
policy. Not only have they never asked that but 
they've never collected the figure since it's 
not relevant to the policy, or is it? One might 
ask whether we had a right to kill an unlimited 
number of Vietnamese to protect our effectiveness 
in the rest of the world or prevent humiliation, 
even if those were important and I thought they 
were important as McNamara and McNawton did, as 
the President obviously still does. The 
President does seem to get through press 
conferences even today without being asked are 
there any limits, any limits on a right to kill 
other people to protect our effectiveness in the 
rest of the world, to prevent you from 
humiliation. And whether or not there are limits, 
what is your estimate? I asked henry Kissinger 
that once in 1971. It v/as the night when he 
told a background session, including Cy Vance 
(phonetic) , "’my old boss then former Deputy 
Secretary of Defense, and lots of other people. 

I said how many Indochinese do you expect to kill 
in the next year? He found it a very embarrassing 
question, backed away from it a great deal. He 
had told us earlier that night the war is trending 
down and I assure you of a continue to trend down. 
That night we learned later was the night of the 
preinvasion bombing of Laos, which has led a third 
of the population to be refugees since that night. 
In any case, before I leave those statistics 
behind I mentioned that Johnson had dropped three 
point two million tons of bombs. Could I hear 
an estimate from somebody here, someone if you 
don't mind who proposes to vote for Nixon, how 
many bombs relative to that President Nixon has 
dropped? Are you someone who proposes to vote for 
Nixon, can I ask? I'm sorry. Yes, five million 










DMJIEL L’LLSLERG 


"you say? You really are quite clear then that 
you are going to vote for soraeone you think who 
has dropped five million tons of bombs compared 
to Johnson. That's interesting, bell, you're 
wrong actually the answer is three point seven 
million, three point eight million this month. 

Ey November he will have dropped twice as many 
bombs as in all of World War II. Could I ask 
you what your estimate of the number of people 
who have been killed, wounded or made refugee 
during this year and a half years that we've 
been bombing under Nixon? Could I hear an 
estimate from somebody? Iiave you ever asked 
yourself that, by the way? I mean I'm not 
tryinc? to put you on the spot but I'm just 
curious to know if you've asked yourself. The 
figures are available. They do get published 
bit Ly bit. They don't usually get added up 
together. I wouldn't expect that. Could I 
have an estimate from someone? Two million now, 
killed, wounded and refugees, this amount? 
/mother estimate, 500, five million, three 
million? Well, the number is six million, two 
million killed arid wounded, one and a half 
million civilian, I'm sorry, military, killed 
and wounded, half a million civilians killed and 
wounded. Those civilian figures come from the 
Kennedy Subcommittee, the military figures come 
from the Pentagon. The 165,000 civilians killed, 
about 410,000 wounded, so far. Four million 
refugees, two million in Cambodia, all under 
Nixon, one point eight million new refugees in 
South Vietnam, a quarter of a million in Laos. 
That's four million. Six million people. 

That happens to compare with five and a half 
million under Johnson, obviously the important 
thing is not that the figure is already larger 
and is gettina larger but that it's not less, 
the rate is not less, so the price tag, the 
bill, I never thought of it in these terms, 
exactly, until this moment, but the bill for the 
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"good doctor reputation, the doctor that did 
everything it could but the patient died despite 
his efforts, v;as eleven and one half million 
people and the injections were seven million 
tons of bombs, still going on at the rate of a 
million tons a year. Since the Pentagon Papers 
came out a year ago he has dropped over a million 
tons, that's five Hiroshimas a week, I'm sorry, 
a month, a little more than one Hiroshima or 
20,000 tons a week. I have no doubt that that 
same rate is going to continue under President 
Nixon. I have no doubt that the intelligence 
estimates he has gotten tell him what Johnson's 
did and are right again, that these bombs will 
not coerce the leadership of the resistance to 
our presence and ending it, so the bombing will 
have to continue and the POW's that we hear 
about will not come home. I don't know if there 
are people in this audience wearing PON bracelets. 
There may well be. If there are I think you will 
wear them for as long as President Nixon is in 
office, but the costs are much larger than that 
obviously. There cane a time when Secretary 
McNamara rather late in the game suggested 
(inaudible) that the spectacle of the world's 
greatest super power bombing and terrorizing 
a small peasant country into submission is not 
a pretty one and if continued could cause a 
painful adjustment in our self-image. That was 
in May, 1964, 67, five million tons ago. 

"I was going to go on really, I didn't 
know quite how long, I've taken longer than I 
expected on this account really to explain really 
what else what I knew in September, 69, that 
caused me to give the Pentagon Papers to the 
public. So I can sum it up pretty quickly having 
given you this account. Having worked for 
Kissinger and Nixon in the spring of 1969, having 
written questions for them that led to the same 
'•$ kinds of estimates (inaudible) he had gotten 

before, namely, that mining would not work, that 
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! "(inaudible) would, the Vietnamese Army or 

mercenary army, would never be able to stand alone 
without U. S. air and U. S. ground troops, never. 

That was the estimate of the Joint Chiefs just 
tested this spring. The mining estimate also being 
tested finally by President Nixon. I learned in 
the fall of 1969, just after I had finished reading 
the Pentagon Papers, that 64-65, a history that I 
knew very well, was about to be repeated. In 
this case with fewer ground troops we were tpiig to 
go down, not up, down not to zero but to a residual 
force that would remain indefinitely or until the 
other side accepted our terms. President Nixon was 
never told by anyone any more than Johnson was tola 
that his strategy would cause the other side to 
accept his terms but to my best information he did 
get himself to believe that that was possible, so 
did Kissinger, not Rogers, not Laird. They disagreed, 
they thought the policy was disastrous to my best 
information, but like McNawton, like me, they kept 
their mouths shut when they disagreed as far as the 
public was concerned and they still do. So we were 
goina to withdraw our ground forces gradually to 
a residual force and we were going to protect them 
by the same kind of threats that Johnson used only 
bigger, so this time they might work, threats to do 
more bombing than Johnson had ever done, and threats 
very specifically now to bomb the dykes. I'm sorry, 
correction, to bomb and mine Kai Fong (phonetic). 

The word there was thought of dyke bomLing even in 
McNawton's memos at this time but that was not part 
of this specific plan as far as I know, but to mine 
and bomb Hai Fong and to carry out the unrestricted 
bombing of North Vietnam. This was to confront the 
Russians with the risks of their involvement, 
supposedly. Again nc one told these two men that 
that would work. It was a crazy idea, but they 
thought it was worth trying. It didrft work, you 
may have noticed, but they did try it. Just as 
in 64 Iianoi was told c'f cur i lan. (InauaiLle) was 
tolu by us through Glare Seaborn (phonetic), a 
Canadian member of the ICC, that we meant to bomb 
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"them unless they stopped the war. Meanwhile the 
American public was not told of this plan during 
the election campaign. In exactly the same terms 
Ambassador Dohrenen (phonetic) was told on May 14, 
1969, that we would escalate the war if they did 
not produce a settlement. This is known to a 
handful of people in the V.’hite House, it was known 
t d me because I was their associate. It is not 
known to the American people. It was known to 
Russia. So the mining that came as some surprise 
to the American people, including I hope to some 
of those people who voted for Mixon this last 
spring, was not a surprise to Russia, which had 
had three years to prepare for that mining. Nor 
was it as it happened a surprise to me or a few 
other people. The others kept their mouths shut 
except to me and I decided in September, 69, that 
I had kept my mouth shut too long. I didn't have 
documents to prove what I've just said. I got 
it on testimony that I was willing to stake my 
life on and I did. But I did have documents 
about the earlier period and I thought maybe this 
incredible story will be more plausible to people 
if they can see how closely it was followed by 
a previous administration, just as crazy a plan, 
in fact, the same plan as it was. hell it didn't 
prevent the nlan from being carried out unfortunately 
but at that point I had a different picture of what 
the war was about. I had just finished reading the 
Pentagon Papers. I'd recommend to you in particular 
the earliest volume of the Cravell edition, the one 
that gives the origin to the war, the one that shows 
the real light on what kind of war it has been, whose 
war it has been and how long it has been going on. 

And to me that came from reading in part the earliest 
message written on this war. 

"If you thought McMawton's memos were perhaps 
surprisingly realistic and candid, more than people 
generally realize, I can tell you, yeah, very 
critical stuff, very realistic stuff does get to the 
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"President. That's normal. The President doesn't 
tell the public. That's normal. In fact, he lies 
about it. That's the tradition. I felt that what 
I had known in 64-65, what I knew was going to be 
the case in 69-70 as it has been, went back 
through every year of our involvement, 61, 63, 

54, but it didn't start in 54 as many people think. 
It started somewhat earlier with our support of 
the French. Here was the earliest message written 
on the subject. It was written on December 23, 
four days after December 19, when the fighting 
broke out between the government of Vietnam, 
ho Chi Min's government, and the French invading 
forces. Although the French in Indochina, this 
is a message, a memo, from John Carter Vincent 
to Under-Secretary of State Dean Atciiison on 
December 23, 1946. Although the French in 
Indochina have made far-reaching paper concessions 
to the Vietnamese desire for autonomy, French 
actions on the scene have been directeu toward 
whittling down the powers and the territorial 
extent of the Vietnam free state. This process 
the Vietnamese have continued to resist. I might 
say that two years later we were estimating ho 
Chi Min has the support of a considerable majority 
of the Vietnamese people, l.e always estimated 
that to ourselves, not to the public. At the same 
time this, at the same time the French themselves 
admit that they lack the military strength to 
reconquer the country. Four years later we were 
giving them aid through France, three years later 
I should say, in 1950, they had gotten to the end 
of their rope and to keep them even in the game 
we had to give them direct aid, which we did. 

To what we knew from, we never doubted, was a 
French colonial reconquest, not from the point of 
view of our anti-colonial principles or the U. U. 
Charter exactly a legitimate basis for what we 
were doing and it never has been. That's how 
well we thought and in terms of the prospects 
no different from 1964, not to win but to prolong 
and postpone a defeat. In brief, with inadequate 
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"forces, with public opinion sharply at odds, 
with the Government rendered largely ineffective 
through internal division, the French have tried 
to accomplish in Indochina what is strong in 
United Britain, found it unwise to attempt in 
Burma. Given the present elements in this 
situation guerrilla warfare may continue 
indefinitely. I happened to visit John Carter 
Vincent in Cambridge when I learned he was 
retired there just last year, and I went to pay 
my respect for this (inaudible) message and I 
asked him if he remembered the message and he 
said, 'Oh yes, I remember that very well.' 

He is an old man now. He said,\;hat was it I 
said? Did I say ten years, fifteen years?' 

And I said, 'You said indefinitely.' Actually 
the day I saw him was a rather special day and 
on that morning the New York Times had this 
statement. It was just after we had made attacks 
allegedly for retaliating for attacks on our 
reconnaissance planes. By the way, we've been 
reading now, you know, secret reports on exactly 
what those protective retaliation attacks were. 
These were General Lavell's (phonetic) attacks 


in North Vietnam. But in December we were 
reading about them differently and remember 
between Christmas and News Years we carried out 
a 1,000 plane raid to retaliate for those attacks 
on our reconnaissance planes, a little shades of 
Tonkin Gulf. 


"One young pilot in Da Nang at the time 
summed up his experience this way, we keep on 
bombing and we keep underestimating how ingenius 
an enemy we're up against. V.'hen we try something 
he develops countertactics and it just never 
ends. The dateline of that story is Saigon, 
December 19, 1971. It's the 25th anniversary of 
our Vietnam v/ar. 

"Hell, we've gone a bit further since then, 
air war. It has got to be better than nothing. 
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"Quote. Return to the new air war. The Lavell 
charqes, I don't have time to read these now 
but here is today's, what is it, today's, this 
is yesterday's fall Street Journal , in Vietnam 
the headline is things change but stay the same. 

The war is continuing. The experiments that 
had been proposed so many times to mine Hai Fong 
discussed, we now know, thanks to Richard, what's 
his name, the (inaudible) by Richard lJayland 
(phonetic), who wrote *Catch the Falling Flag,| 
he discussed the mining of Hai Fong with President 
Nixon it turns out in September, 67, so he did have 
a secret plan not long ago. And it was a secret, 
it was a secret, he carried it out finally not to 
the surprise of the Russians but to this effect 
American officials are ftill arguing (inaudible) , 
yeah, in the view of a surprising number of 
officials here, Saigon, neither the intensity nor 
the duration seems to have been greatly e-ffcctec 
by America's mining of Hai Fong Harbor ana 
massive bombing of North Vietnam. 'Well, it's 
a lot more. To begin, casualties as always remain 
largely untabulated. Nothing much has change*-.. 

"As I say, we do have a chance, I think, an 
unprecedented chance to enu this history, not 
because we have a chance to elect a Democrat 
because the history I was telling you was a history 
of a Democrat that I worked for end the war started 
under a Democrat, Iarry Truman. Not because of 
character, a character" of these men varied a good 
deal. They all lied. They all carried on the 
war. They all tried to postpone a defeat as long 
as they were in office, just like President Nixon, 
they ail did the same, so why should anyone do any 
different. I do think that the chance, the omening 
that we have right now is unique because for once 
a candidate has said exactly hcv and when he would 
end the war, five minutes to end the bombing, 24 
hours, DC clays to take all troops out and take 
the Saigon retiime off our payroll. It is basically 
the tactic (iiaudiblc) used in 54 when lie said. 
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"'If I'm not out in 30 days, if I don't have peace 
in 30 days I will resign,' and with that kind of 
pressure,that mandate he had an armistice on the 
30th day from his taking office. I think I 
thought really for several years long before 
Senator McGovern espoused this approach I thought 
it was the only way out, for a new President to 
cdme in having gotten himself a mandate so that 
on the one hand he would share responsibilities 
of the consequences of getting out with everyone 
who had elected him and on the other hand he 
would face real political risks if he didn't carry 
out that precise schedule and that those 
circumstances I thought a President would get out, 
could get out if he wanted to and I have no doubt 
Senator McGovern does want to. So I believe that 
if a miracle happens at this point, a necessary 
miracle in my opinion, if McGovern is elected I 
believe he will end the war within 90 days. If 
President Ilixon is re-elected he has made.no 
promise to end the war ever this time, he did last 
time but he has not this time, he has promiseu on 
the contrary to stay forever, that is to stay 
unless the Saigon regime no longer needs us,unless 
they send our PON's back during the war, unless 
they accept our terms, and so forth. These all 
spell forever. lie's laying it on the line, he's 
not kidding anybody. lie has told us he will 
continue the bombing through the election and I 
believe him. I believe he will continue for four 
years after the election, that he will seek peace 
as Johnson sought peace and as Nixon has sought 
peace for the last four years, into the sane 
effect and with the same methods, a million tons 
a year. So I think the issue is between war and 
peace in this election, Lut the polls tell us 
that we're going to pass that opportunity and then 
the war will continue, how then will it end? 


"There was a time when Senator Akins (phonetic) 
sucraested that we just say we've won and get out. 
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"I think most people would wish we had accepted 
that, most people, maybe President Nixon. I aon’t 
think that's open to us any more. I don't think 
we will ever be able to lie our way out cf the war 
They've spent too much tine pressing false history 
into our heads about the commitment, about the 
ally, about the true Vietnams, too many lies. 

You can't get out from that notion of history. 
Start with the assumption that we have made a 
legitimate commitment to a real state, a state 
that is not merely a figment of our policy, that 
we are helping soldiers who are not our mercenary 
employees but are brave allies who are doing their 
best. And you can't abandon them. There is no 
way out. That means we just don't get out unless 
we finally do the work of understanding it. It 
means doing a lot more reading in this campus 
and in other campuses than you've done or even 
ycur colleagues or your professors probably or 
other people have done on how we really did get 
in and what it has all been about and then work 
on that and pass it on to a lot of other people. 
Understanding this war is very painful, people 
resist it precisely because it does not show us 
in a happy light. It's very painful knowledge. 

I don't think you can really come to an under¬ 
standing of this war and accept a lot of aspects 
of the way the country is run and that threatens 
anybody who profits by the way the country is run, 
profits in any way, prestige, office, status, as 
well as money (inaudible). So it's going to be a 
hard task. Some day the war will end. It will 
end when we have haa the courage to finally face 
what it is we arc actually doing in Vietnam, face 
who we are, what we've been doing, the reality of 
it and ask to change that reality, to change our 
lives and end the war. Thank you." 

This document contains neither 
recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of 
the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be 
distributed outside your agency nor 
duplicated within your agency. 
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reliable information in the pastthe 
fund raising pinner for ELLSBERG o^^^u^?^^^&^un^^residence 
of Dr. RICHARIpfoOERNE. an Associate Professor at KSU. Source 
stated approximately 40 individuals were in attendance and 
approximately $400 was raised at the dinner. Source added 
ELLSBERG had agreed prior to the dinner that half of the pro- 
ceedfe would be given to the -Portage County, Ohio , Chapter of 
the American Civil Liberties Union. 
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By JOHN DUNPHY 

4 te*con Journal Staff Writer S 

• KENT — For Daniel Ells- 
£erg, the wiry former Rand, 
Corp. analyst who freely ad? 
mitted leaking the “top se¬ 
cret 0 Pentagon Papers to 
newsmen 15 months ago, the 
wave of celebrity that carried 
him to national attention has 
receded. 

He spends his days r.ow 
touring college campuses 
stumping for George Mc¬ 
Govern and blasting Presi¬ 
dent Nixon for continuing the 
#ar. 

] Unemployed since June 
when he left his $29,000-aj 
year-job at Massachusetts In¬ 
stitute of Technology, he 
spends his spare moments 
hustling money for his de¬ 
fense against a 15-count Fed¬ 
eral indictment charging vio¬ 
lations of the Espionage Act 
and conspiracy. 


THURSDAY he came to* 
*Kent State University, chatted • 
cordially with the older mem- j 
fcers of the university commu- • 
nity at a noon-time fund rais¬ 
er before speaking to a crowd 
of nearly 2,000 on the KSU 
Commons. 

He speaks quietly of the or- 
dealjleading to his indictment 
for releasing the massive 
Vietnam study he co-au- 
thjred. His serious blue eyes 
Vimy a sense of loneliness*; 

ihe man — a searchir.gi 
f)ra place to stand in society 
spmew'here between the labels! 1 
ox traitor and hero. 


(s 


The 41-year-old anti-war ac-. 
tyist believes the risks 
tSok in disclosing the Pentad 
|on Papers are very small 
compared to the risks Amerf* 
can soldiers and Vietnamese 
people are subjected to — 
•'losing their lives and having 
their bodies destroyed." 

“I think the risks one 
should be prepared to take to 
stop the machine — to stop 
what we are doing — have to 
really be judged in the same 
context as the risks that 
machine is imposing on other 
people in the world. 


“AND WHEN you come h 
recognize the operation ytti 
dr e in as one of systematic 
Reception and murder, tfie 
question of whether it’s worth 


it hardly arises," he said. 

Before addre&dng the rally, 
‘EUsberg toured the area near 
Taylor Hall where four stu¬ 
dents were killed and nine 
wounded in a clash with Na¬ 
tional Guardsmen in May 


1970. 


By the time he got to the 
speaker’s platform he had 
shed his sports coat and tie 
^nd unbuttoned his shirt col¬ 
lar. His salt and pepper haiy 
grayed in the wind, as th* 
cfowd greeted him with a 
standing ovation. ^ 
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^ HE TOLD the crowd the^ 
♦country is in a state of politi- 
«^al impotence largely because 
lif the cynicism generated b# 
the Nixon Administration. 
That cynicism, Ellsberg 
thinks, may be the undoing of 
McGovern’s chances of win¬ 
ning the election next month. 


' “Nixon by promising to end 
the war and failing to do it 
has made people so cynical of 
political promises he has de¬ 
stroyed the credibility of any 
future opponent who comes 
along and promises to actual¬ 
ly end the war,” he said. 

Ellsberg said he didn’t re< 
,£ard McGovern as an angeL 
jiree from the human limita¬ 
tions seen in other politicians. 


BUT, he said, “McGovern 
would end the war — not be¬ 
cause he is a Democrat — 
Democrats have carried on 
this war — and not for rea¬ 
sons of personality or promise 
— but because he has said so 
precisely how and when he 
»/i'ould end the war that if he 
Jailed to carry out that prorn^ 
Jse he would be subject tc 
ireat political risk.” ^ 

Ellsberg, who worked in the 
Defense and State depart¬ 
ments before going on to the 
Rand Corp., thinks President 
Nixon does not intend to end 
the war. 

“Richard Nixon is telling us 
quite openly that he will con¬ 
tinue the bombing which is 
the war — and has been for 
some time — as long as the” 
have our prisoners of war 
and as long as the Saigof. 
government needs help — anjl 
that’s forever. 


f “HIS POLICY condemns 
; the prisoners to stay in their 
j prisons essentially forever. 
1 The people who wear POW 
long as Richard Nixon is in 
bracelets will wear them so 
office,” he said. 

\ Ellsberg said electing 
Govern is the clearest choioi 
between war and peace this 
icountry has had in 20 years, i 

“We’re told that’s a mira¬ 
cle. It’s a necessary mira¬ 
cle,” he said urging students 
to vote and get out and w'ork 
for McGovern’s election. 

AS ELLSBERG lashed out 
against Nixon, Dolf M. Drogy, 
'±e President’s adviser oa 
'fietnam was to speak on Nix- 
fj n ' s Vietnam policy in k • 
classroom not far from the 
Commons. 

Members of the KSU Young 
Republican Club canceled 
Droge’s talk. 

Ellsberg raised more than 
$500 during the five hours he 
spent in Kent. He agreed to 
fcive half the proceeds to th<£ 

local branch of the America^ 
jCivil Uberties Union whica 
co-sponsored his appearance 
along with the Vietnam Veter¬ 
ans Aganist the War. 

The veterans made a video 
tape of Ellsberg’s address and 
hope to use it for “political 
education.” 

I* Ellsberg’s travels around 
the country raising money fol* 

his defense — u'hich he says 
will cost $600,000 — depend* 
largely on w hether the U. S. 
Supreme Court decides t? 
near charges of government 
Nviretapping involving one of 
pllsberg’s defense team. t 
















HIS TRIAL was abrupt!?} 
halted Aug. 9 after selection 
of the jury. Defense attorney* 
Requested a mistrial be d^ 
dared upon discovery of Jus¬ 
tice Department wire-tapping. 

Justice officials admitted 
one of its “foreign intelli¬ 
gence” wiretaps accidentally 
picked up a conversation in¬ 
volving a member of the de¬ 
fense team. 

• Supreme Court Justice Wil¬ 
liam 0. Douglas delayed the 
trial until the Supreme Coin! 
decides if it will review tbp 
matter. 

If the court doesn't hear the 
matter, Ellsberg said ms trial 
could resume within two 
weeks — a prospect he 
doesn’t enjoy thinking about 
Jbecause if convicted he woulyp 
k ,be sentenced up to 115 year,l 
in prison. 
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the Bureau any information of interest which we may obtain. 
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NPAC PLANS IN DENVER BETMTIMPLRENTED BY YOUNG 

SOCIALIST ALLIANCE AND SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY, WHO CONTROL 

COLORADO PEACE ACTION COALITION. 

WHO 
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PAGE TWO 


IMPLEMENTED BY STUDENT MOBILIZATION COMMITTEE. PARADE 
PERMIT OBTAINED FOR EVENING OCTOBER TWENTYSIX NEXT FOR MARCH 

AND RALLY IN BOULDER. ANTHONY RUSSO, SUBJECT IN PENTAGON 
PAPERS CASE, IS TO SPEAK AND MAY THEN LEAD MARCH. 


ADMINISTRATIVE: 

RE NEW YORK TELETYPE OCTOBER EIGHTEEN LAST. 
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Department of Justice has received information from a 
' s ource. the reliability of which is not known, to the effect that 
""“''newspaper by the name of "Pentagon Papers Incorporated, 125 West 
4th Street, Los Angeles, California'," is publishing or intends to 
publish for the price of one cent a copy, details of the Ellsberg 
trial as well as current happenings with regard to the Vietnam Wars. 
The alleged telephone number of this paper is 213-489-4250. 

Los Angeles, through established sources, attempt to 
verify if such a paper exists identity of its officers, and if possi¬ 
ble the source of its financing. 
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Make certain any investigation conducted is most dis¬ 
creet to avoid anyone connected with the newspaper from learning of 
FBI inquiries. 

it..-»» • 


jRw:bi y 

(4) 


RED-20 6 -i Vyofeo 



IS OCT 31 19T2 


NOTE: 


Information was received from Department^ 

John Martin of the Department by Special Agentf^™"__ 
on 10/26/72. Martin pointed out the Department!! mleie: 
is the fact that if the paper is in anyway connected with 
Ellsberg, et al., his attorney or consultants, matter can be 
brought to the attention of Federal Judge handling Ellsberg^s 
trial with the request that any publication of trial happenings 
be stopped. ;•••; 
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i i\\t jSujjrmc djourt of the United States 


October Term, 1972 


No. 72-307 


Anthony JosEm Russo, Jr. and Daniel Ellsberg, 

PETITIONERS 


V. 


"W m. Matthew Byrne, Jr., Judge of the United 
States District Court for the Central District 
of California 


o: v petitjox for a writ or certiorari to the exited 

■STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR TUE XlXTll CIRCUIT 


BRIEF FOR THE RESPONDENT IN OPPOSITION 


OPINIONS BELOW 

The opinions of the court of appeals (Pet. App. A), 
of the district court (Pet. App. B), and of Mr. Justice 
Douglas (staying petitioners’ trial pending their peti¬ 
tion for certiorari) (Pet. App. C) are not reported. 

JURISDICTION 

The judgment of the court of appeals denying the 
petition for a writ of mandamus was entered on 
July 27, 1972. The petition for a writ of certiorari was 
filed on August 23, 1972. The jurisdiction of this 
Court is invoked under 28 U.S.C. 1254(1). 

(i) 
















QUESTIONS PRESENTED 


1. Whether the extraordinary writ of mandamus 
should have been granted to provide appellate review 
o: an interlocutory order denying a defense discovery 
notion, when (1) the jury had been sworn, (2) the 
request for extraordinary review interrupted the crim¬ 
inal trial, (3) the district court had found the re¬ 
quested information utterly unrelated to the case or to 
any of the defendants* constitutional rights, and (4) 
there was no reason why review could not await appeal 
from tl^e final judgment, if there were a conviction. 

2. Whether the trial judge, on the facts of this case, 
followed acceptable procedure in determining ex parte 
and in camera that the overhearing of a single con¬ 
versation of a defense lawyer or consultant in the 
course of a foreign intelligence electronic surveillance 
not directed at petitioners or their lawyers or consult¬ 
ants was utterly unrelated to petitioners’ Fourth 
Amendment rights, to their attorney-client relation¬ 
ships, or to this case, and thus that disclosure was 
not warranted. 

STATEMENT 

Under an indictment filed in the United States Dis¬ 
trict Court for the Central District of California on 
December 21), 1971, petitioners were charged with 
misappropriation of government property, improper 
disclosure of defense information, and conspiracy, in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. G41, 793 and 371.’ The charges 


1 A prior indictment naming only |>ctitioner EllsUng, which 
the. present indictment superseded, had been returned on 
June 28, 1971. 
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relate to the obtaining; and disclosing of classified 
documents relating to the A ietnam conflict, known as 
the Pentagon Papers. After extensive pretrial pro¬ 
ceedings, a jury was empanelled and sworn on July 21, 
11)72. The trial was then stayed by the Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit on July 25, 19/2, while 
petitioners sought a writ of mandamus to review a 
ruling of the district could which found that a con¬ 
versation of one of the ‘‘defense team” (a lawyer or 
consultant), which had been intercepted during the 
course of a foreign intelligence surveillance, invoked 


“an 


event that is utterly without significance or 


relation in any way to this case” (Pet. App. 13 5a). 
Although the court of appeals unanimously agreed 
with this finding and refused to grant mandamus, 
resumption of the trial has been stayed since then 
pursuant to an order of Mr. Justice Douglas issued on 
July 29, 1972. 

1 . The relevant facts are these. On May 2, 1972, the 
trial court heard oral argument and granted peti¬ 
tioners* motion for an order requiring the government 
to disclose to them the logs of any electronic surveil¬ 
lance of any conversation to which either petitioner 
was a party. It further ordered the disclosure to the 
court, in cum cm of the logs of any surveillance of any 
attorney of record for the petitioners or of certain 
agents or employees of the attorneys (Tr. 131).* The 
possibility of in camera disclosure was suggested by 

* “Tr." refers to the transcript of the pretrial proceedings in 
tlie district court beginning on May 2,1972. 
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petitioners* counsel (Tr. 134).* Tlie district court, 
liowever, instructed tlie government to await the entry 
of a written order before making the necessary file 
koarcli because of anticipated differences between the 
foral announcement and the written order (Tr. 142). 

On May 22, 1972, prior to the entry of the written 
discovery order, the government filed a sworn affidavit, 
executed by its chief trial counsel, stating that lie was 
not aware of any electronic surveillance of any of the 
defense attorneys or any of their employees or agents. 
On this basis, the government also asked the district 
court to modify its previous oral order requiring a 
search of government records to determine whether 
any conversations of attorneys, agents, or employees 
had been obtained as a result of electronic surveillance. 

The motion was heard by the trial court on .Tune 20. 
1972. when the court was orally advised that the 
search of government surveillance records required 
with respect to the petitioners was complete, and that 
the results were negative (Tr. (»70). The government 
pointed out that tlie previous order set no date limi¬ 
tation on the period of required search for possible 
overhearings of attorneys or their agents or employ¬ 
ees (Tr. 662). The court was also advised that the de¬ 
fense had not yet identified the employees or agents 
they believed should be covered (Tr. 665-669), and the 
court directed the defense to file a document listing 
the names and addresses and duties of the employees 

s During tlie discussion of the procedure to l>e followed in the 
event any conversations wei-e found to have been monitored, 
petitioner's counsel advised the court (Tr. P»4): “I believe there 
is one case that allows for an in camera inspection by the Court.” 
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and agents, and the date's of commencement of each re¬ 
lationship, so that the government could contest in¬ 
clusion of particular names in the written order that 
was to be entered (Tr. 690-691)/ 

1 On June 27, the defense submitted its list, but the 
list filed at that time did not include a statement of 
the functions of the employees or agents or the dates 
of their association with the case, as the district court 
had required. Ruling on June 29,1972, that petitioners 
had not com]died with his order to submit appropriate 
information, the court commented: “I can’t complete 
the order until I have the names and times” (Tr. 
1641). By July 6, 1972, a written statement of the 
duties of the agents or employees still had not been 
submitted, and at that time the district court allowed 
the defense to state orally the nature of the employees’ 
functions (Tr. 1998-2000). The district court’s writ¬ 
ten order, issued the next day, specified the persons, 
places mid dates required to be covered by the gov¬ 
ernment’s search for possible electronic surveillance 
of defense attorneys, employees, or agents. The court 
also ordered that the results of the search he filed by 
July 21, 1972. The order required the government to 
search the files of eight federal agencies for records 
of possible overhearings, during as much as the prior 
nineteen months, of sixteen individuals, using twenty- 
six addresses, and involving more than forty 
telephones. 

* The district court later it fused to include several attorneys 
petitioners listed when the order was entered (Tr. 1717-1710). 












On July 21, 1972, as directed, a sworn affidavit was 
filed by the chief government attorney. The affidavit 
statod that the file search had been made and that 
(Ip there had been no electronic surveillance directed 
atjthe listed individuals, (2) there had been no suiveil- 
lancc at the listed premises, and (3) there had been 
no overbearing of the oral or wire communications 
of any of the listed persons “except as may hereafter 
be disclosed to the Court in camera pursuant to the 
Court’s order of May 2’’ providing for in camera dis¬ 
closure. Later that day the government filed with the 
court in camera the log of a single overhearing of a 
conversation involving one of the listed persons as the 
result of a call made from a place under surveillance. 

Petitioners moved for disclosure of this log. On 
July 25, 1972, the district court, after examining the 
log in camera, denied disclosure of the log and de¬ 
clined to pennit a pretrial adversary hearing on its 
possible relevance to the case. It held that the inter¬ 
cepted conversation “regards an event that is utterly 
without significance or relation in any way to this case” 
and “[NJothing said in the intercepted communication 
could conceivably come within the attorney-client privi¬ 
lege.” (Pet. App. B 5a-6a.) 

2. "While the various motions were being filed, argued, 
and decided, the long process of selecting a jury 
continued. By July 21, the jury had been selected and 
sworn, and opening statements to the jury were sched¬ 
uled for July 26. Petitioners nevertheless applied to 
the court of appeals for a writ of mandamus pursuant 
to 28 U.S.C. 1651(a) to review the district court’s 
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order, and on July 26 obtained a stay of the trial. A 
hearing was held by the court of appeals on July 26, 
and the court unanimously denied the writ on July 27, 
vacating the stay (Pet. App. A). Thereafter, an appli¬ 
cation for a stay was made to Mr. Justicc Douglas as 
Circuit Justice, and on July 29,1972, he granted a stay 
of the trial pending disposition of a petition for 
certiorari (Pet. App. C). The government’s applica¬ 
tion to the full Court to vacate the stay was denied 
on August 5, 1972. This criminal trial, already begun 
by the swearing of the jury, has remained in suspen¬ 
sion since late July while petitioners seek review of 
the denial of their discovery motion. 

ARGUMENT 

Petitioners now seek further appellate review of an 
order of the district court, entered after the com¬ 
mencement of their criminal trial, which determined 
that a single overhearing of a lawyer or consultant in 
the course of a foreign intelligence surveillance was 
utterly unrelated to the attorney-client relationship 
or to any other constitutional rights of petitioners and 
could not possibly taint the evidence to be adduced by 
the government in this case. The court of appeals has 
agreed that the overhearing could not conceivably have 
any relationship to petitioners, in refusing to issue a 
writ of mandamus to grant them access to the log and 
a hearing on its relevance. Petitioners’ principal claim 
is that the trial judge erred in the procedure he fol¬ 
lowed in making that determination. But this claim— 
to the extent it does not become moot as a consequence 
of further trial proceedings—should not be subject to 


478-70r»—72-2 
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review in what is actually an interlocutory appeal in a 
criminal ease. 5 

1. The law is settled that “[t]he correctness of a 
-trial court’s rejection even of a constitutional claim 
liiade by the accused in the process of prosecution must 
await his conviction before its reconsideration by an 
appellate tribunal.” Gobbi edick v. United States, 309 
U.S. 323, 325-326; Cofjen v. United States, 278 U.S. 
221; cf. Will v. United States, 389 U.S. 90, 96. 

The requirement of finality as a condition of review 
“is an historic characteristic* of federal appellate pro¬ 
cedure” and “lias been departed from only when ob¬ 
servance of it would practically defeat the right to re¬ 
view at all.” Gobbledirk v. United States, supra, 3Of) 
U.S. at 324-325. As Mr. Justice Frankfurter wrote 
for a unanimous Court in Cobid edick, 309 U.S. at 325: 


5 The petition also seeks to raise a question that is in no sense 
properly presented by this record. Petitioners urge the Court 
to consider the question expressly left open in United States v. 
United States District Court , 407 U.S. 207, whether electronic 
surveillance in foreign intelligence collection may lawfully l>c 
conducted without judicial warrant and, if so, whether the 
government may use the fruits of such a surveillance in a 
criminal prosecution (Pet. 2, 14-17). The legality of the foreign 
intelligence surveillance Involved in this case was neither raised in 
nor considered by the courts lxdow. Nor is the government seek¬ 
ing “the use of its fruits*’ (Pet. 2) in this case, and neither 
court below had occasion to consider whether any such attempt 
would be proper. Rather, the courts ruled that, since the in¬ 
tercepted conversation had absolutely nothing to do with peti¬ 
tioners, with the attorney-client relationship, or with this case, 
petitioners lacked standing to gain access to the log or to have 
a hearing on its relevancy. Thus, even apart from the inter¬ 
locutory nature of this petition, the lawfulness vel non of for¬ 
eign intelligence electronic surveillance has no bearing on the 
orders petitioners now want the Court to review. 
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Congress from the very beginning has, by for¬ 
bidding piecemeal disposition on appeal of what 
for practical purposes is a single controversy, 
set itself against enfeebling judicial administra¬ 
tion. Thereby is avoided the obstruction to just 
claims that would come from permitting the 
harassment and cost of a succession of separate 
appeals from the various rulings to which a liti¬ 
gation may give rise, from its initiation to cntr\ 
of judgment. To be effective, judicial adminis¬ 
tration must not be leaden-footed. Its momen¬ 
tum would be arrested by permitting separate 
reviews of the component elements in a unified 
cause. These considerations of policy are espe¬ 
cially compelling in the administration of crim¬ 
inal justice. * * * An accused is entitled to 
scrupulous observance of constitutional safe¬ 
guards. But encouragement of delay is fatal to 
the vindication of the criminal law. * * * 

These considerations apply with even greater force 
to preclude review of an evidentiary ruling, such as 
that here, made after tlx* trial has begun and a jury 
empanelled. The havoc that would be wrought if 
criminal trials were stayed, while the parties proceeded 
to seek two levels of appellate review with respect to 
every objectionable ruling, is illustrated by what has 
already transpired here. Proceedings in the district 
court had been going on for some months. Finally, 
on July 10, 1972, the trial began with the process of 
selecting a jury. On July 21, 1972, a jury of twelve 
was empanelled and sworn, and on July 25, 1972, six 
alternate jurors were selected and sworn. Bv that time 
jeopardy had attached. See f / T infeft States v. Jovn, 















400 U.S. 470. Opening statements were scheduled for 
July 26, but the stays obtained by petitioners on 
July 26 and July 29 have held the trial in suspension 
f 1 months and, if the writ is granted, the jurors will 
hj held on a leash for many more months. This delay 
arid attendant publicity have substantially increased 
the likelihood of a mistrial—for which petitioners have 
now moved (Pet. 5-6). If it becomes necessary to em¬ 
panel a new jury because of this unnecessary inter¬ 
ruption of the trial process, many weeks of the court’s 
time as well as the time of counsel and of the jurors 
already selected, will have been wasted—and wholly 
unnecessarily wasted—since, as noted above, the 
question which petitioners seek to raise remains fully 
available to them on ordinary appellate review. 

The disruptive consequences of petitioners’ efforts 
to seek interlocutory review clearly confirm the va¬ 
lidity of Mr. Justice Frankfurter’s observation that 
“[f']or purposes of appellate procedure, finality 
* * * is not .a technical concept of temporal or phys¬ 
ical termination. It is the means for achieving a 
healthy legal system.” CoWcdiclc v. United States, 
supru, 309 U.S. at 326.° 

«Contrary (<> petitioners’ assertion (Pet. (>) that they are in 
a unique |N«ition faring a trial without knowing the details of 
an electronic surveillance, there, is nothing unique aliout such 
a status. Allegations that evidence has been tainted by allegedly 
illegal electronic surveillance have l>een made in a number of 
criminal trials. These claims have been treated differently from 
other suppivssion applications to the extent that consideration 
of them has generally been delayed until after trial when it 
Incomes clear what evidence the prosecution has relied upon 
and when the relevance of the wiretap can lie more adequately 
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This long-settled and -well-founded policy against 
interlocutory appeals in criminal cases is so firm that 
Congress has authorized only narrow exceptions to it. 
Th«s, Congress has authorized the government to ap¬ 
peal interlocutory orders suppressing or excluding 
evidence, but only because such rulings would not 
otherwise be subject to review, and has permitted 
such review only upon certification that the appeal is 
not taken for delay and that the evidence is a substan¬ 
tial proof of a material fact. See 18 U.S.C. 3731. Com¬ 
pare 28 U.S.C. 1292. In the present case, by contrast, 
petitioners can preserve their objection to the district 
court's rulings for appeal from a judgment, of con¬ 
viction—unless, of course, the issue is mooted by dis¬ 
missal of the charges or acquittal. 7 And substantial 
delay in the criminal process has been caused despite 
the explicit findings of the courts below that the infor¬ 
mation to which petitioners are demanding access is 
completely immaterial to the prosecution and to their 
constitutional interests. 


determined. See. c.g.. United State* v. Jiin'cll. 200 F. Supp. TIG- 
717 (S.D.N.Y.); United States v. Cole. 325 F. Supp. 703 
(S.D.X.Y.), affirmed, Nos. 72-1075-1075, June G, 1072 (C.A. 2). 
Indeed, petitioners are in a more favorable j>osition than many 
defendants who raise eavesdropping claims l*ecause. they have 
already secured rulings that there has been no overhearing af¬ 
fecting them, their case, or their constitutional rights. 

T This distinguishes the present case from the situation in 
United States v. United States ])isirirt Court, supra. where the 
government sought mandamus from the court of appeals be¬ 
cause that was the only method bv which it could obtain appel¬ 
late review of the district court's pre-trial order directing dis¬ 
closure of the electronic surveillance. 














In addition, the provision for government appeals 
of suppression orders is expressly made inapplicable 
ti* orders “made after the defendant has been put in 
iopardy”. 18 U.S.C. 3731. Thus, even though the gov¬ 
ernment would have no other opportunity for secur¬ 
ing review of the decision, and even if the prosecution 
would otherwise fail, Congress has adhered to the 
sound policy that, once the trial has begun, it should 
proceed without interruption hv interlocutory appeals. 
Apart, from the double jeopardy values thereby pro¬ 
tected, that policy embodies a principle of sound judi¬ 
cial administration that is equally applicable to rulings 
the defense wants reviewed by appellate courts dur¬ 
ing trial. 

2. Petitioners may not resort to the extraordinary 
writ of mandamus to circumvent the fundamental 
policy considerations which preclude appellate review 
at this time. “The extraordinary writs * * * may not 
be used to thwart the congressional policy against 
piecemeal appeals.” Pori' v. United States, 351 P.S. 
513, 520-521; Will v. United States, 389 U.S. 90, 96-97. 
Moreover, considerations of policy aside, it is settled 
law that mandamus may not be employed to correct- 
mere errors or even gross errors which do not amount 
“to a ‘judicial usurpation’ of power.” Bankers Life d: 
Casualty Co. v. Holland, 346 U.S. 379, 382-383. 
Tin* Court explicitly held in Will (389 U.S. at 98): 
“this Court has never approved the use of the writ to 
review an interlocutory procedural order in a criminal 
case which did not have the effect of a dismissal.” 
Yet it is the procedure followed by the district court 
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that petitioners want reviewed by mandamus. As Chief 
Judge Friendly recently explained in United States v. 
iiStefano, Nos. 72-126S, 72-1442, July 17, 1972 (C.A. 
2, slip op., p. 4189) : 

Will v. United States, 389 U.S. 90, 93, 104 
(1967), makes plain that mere error, even gross 
error in a particular ease, as distinguished from 
a calculated and repeated disregard of govern¬ 
ing rules, does not suffice to support issuance of 
the writ. “While the courts have never confined 
themselves to an arbitrary and-technical defini¬ 
tion of ‘jurisdiction,’ it is clear that only excep¬ 
tional circumstances amounting to a judicial 
‘usurpation of power’ will justify the invocation 
of this extraordinary remedy . . .. Mandamus, 
it must be remembered, does not ‘run the 
gauntlet of reversible errors.’ Bankers Life cf 
Can. Co. v. Holland, 346 U.S. 379, 382 (1933). 
Its office is not to ‘control the decision of the 
trial court,’ but rather merely to confine the 
lower court to the sphere of its discretionary 
power. Id., at 3S3. V 

3. We, of course, do not concede that any error was 
committed by the district court in making its deter¬ 
mination on the basis of an in coni era inspection of 
the log of the wiretap." As the courts below ruled, the 
threshold question where a claim of electronic sur¬ 
veillance is raised is one of standing. Petitioners place 
their primary reliance on Alderman v. Ignited States, 
394 U.S. 163 (see Pet. 6-11), but that reliance is mis¬ 
placed. That case involved extensive electronic surveil- 

8 A copy of the log has l»oon lodged with the Clerk of the 
Court. 
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lance of the defendants themselves, and thus tliev 
clearly had standing to litigate the legality of the 

t .erheading and. as the Court held, its relevance to 
ie prosecution against them. 

The present ease, however, involves a single con¬ 
versation, not of petitioners, lmt of one of their lawyers 
or consultants. It comes within the holding of Tayha- 
netti v. United States, 394 U.S. 316, 317, where the 
Court said : “Nothing in A Idenuan * requires an 

adversary proceeding and full disclosure for resolu¬ 
tion of every issue raised by an electronic surveil¬ 
lance. * * * v The issue there was whether the defendant had 
actuallv been overheard and thus had standing to 
complain, and the Court, held that the proper piocc- 
dure to resolve that preliminary, although possibly 
controlling question, was an e.r parte, tn carnet a i e\ iev 
of the surveillance logs: “Under the circumstances 
presented here, we cannot hold that ‘the task is too 
complex, and the margin for error too great, to rely 
wholly on the tu camera judgment of the trial couit 
(394 U.S. at 317-318). 9 

Similarly, in Giordano v. United States, 394 U.S. 
310, 313, the Court held that a determination of the 
lawfulness of a surveillance “would make disclosure 
[of the logs] and further proceedings unnecessary.” 

0 Accord: Uaihd Shift s v. Suite, 4C>1 F. 2<1 34;» (C .A. 7)'. 

Unit'd State* v. Kum. 450 F. ‘2d 77, 82 (C.A. 5), certiorari 

denied sab no in. Skhuofi v. United Stole*. 405 U.S. 0*20; Jones 

v. United States. 44:5 F. 2d 822 (C.A. 9); United States x. 
Battaglia. 410 F. 2d 270 (C.A. 7), certiorari denied, .100 U.S. 
848: United States v. II off a, 4:5(5 F. 2d 124:5 (C.A. 7), certiorari 
denied, 400 U.S. 1000. 
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As Justice Stewart pointed out in liis concurring opin- 
ion, that determination can appropriately be made ex 
jHirte and in camera by the district court (!>94 U.S. 
at tl4). 

In the present case, under To glia nettx, the district 
coijrt properly ruled e.r parte that no Fourth Amend¬ 
ment interests of the petitioners were involved by the 
overhearing of someone else at a location in which 
they had no interest. And although the court did not 
rule ex parte on the legality of the surveillance under 
the Fourth Amendment, as authorized by Giordano, it 
did rule that there was not even a possible violation 
of the Sixth Amendment right to counsel. AVe see no 
reason why that threshold question, any more than a 
Fourth Amendment determination, must be made in 
an adversary hearing. On the contrary, the interests 
of the government and of third parties in the confiden¬ 
tiality of such interceptions, as recognized in Taglia- 
vetti and Giordano, made it quite appropriate for the 
district court to ascertain ex parte and in camera 
whether the interception related in any way to peti¬ 
tioners or their representation by counsel. Having de¬ 
termined categorically that there is no possible rela¬ 
tionship of the conversation to anything petitioners 
may be legitimately interested in, the court correctly 
ruled they lacked standing to examine the log. 10 

10 In (liis criminal proceeding. of course, the only rights that 
are to he litigated are those of petitioners, the defendants on 
trial. Alleged violation of any rights of their counsel or con¬ 
sultants that do not bear on this case should not be engrafted onto 
this criminal trial. 
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]n any event, the most tliat could possibly 1)0 claimed 
here is that the district court “erred in ruling on 
matters within * * * [its] jurisdiction. The extraor- 


a 


nary writs [however] do not reach to such 


c ises 


V’ Parr v. United States, supra, 351 U.S. 


520. To the extent there is any occasion for post 


conviction appeals, the issue can be properly and ade¬ 
quately preserved for review at that time. 


CONCLUSION 


Petitioners acknowledge the “unprecedented” pos¬ 
ture of'the case (Pet. 5). They do not challenge the 
validity of the principles which preclude appellate re¬ 
view of interlocutory orders. Nor do they question the 
applicability of those principles to this criminal case. 
Under these circumstances, we respectfully submit the 
petition for a writ of certiorari should be denied. 

Erwin N. Griswold, 

Solicitor General. 
A. William Olson, 
Assistant Attorney General. 
Robert L. Keuch, 

David R. Nissen, 

William M. Piatt, 

Attorneys. 

October 1972. 
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UNITED STATES GC wvNMENT 


Memorandum 


TO : ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 



date: 


10/18/72 


TAMPA (65-363)(P) 


subject: MC LEK 
SIO 




ReBuairtels, 3/16/72 and 8/31/72. 


The 9/20/72 issue of the "Oracle” official 
publication of the University of South Florida (USF), 
and the 9/21/72 issue of the "Tampa Times," a daily 
newspaper published in Tampa, Florida, both carried 
articles that DANIEL ELLSBERG is scheduled to speak 
at the University of South Florida (USF) on 11/10/72, 
at 8:30 PM. His topic will be dealing with the "peoples 
right to know". No further information has appeared in 
the local press. 
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_idvised that 

ELLSBERG is scheduled to speak at the USF Gymnasuim 
on 11/10/72, at 8:30 PM. 


Physical observation of the, gymnasium 
reflects a built in public address system with many 
speakers spaced throughout the audience area. 
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Bureau authority is requested to have an SA 
present at this speech, noting that a recent appearance 
in this same gymnasium by poet ALLEN GINSBERG drew a 
crowd of approximately one thousand. 


Bureau authority is further requested to obtain 
a copy o^ELLSBER^^^ speech and "off the cuff" remarks 
through 
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1 - Mr. J.r . Wagoner 


10/30/72 


J MC LEK 
SIO 


ReTPlet dated 10/18/72. Single copy enclosed for Los Angeles. 





Tampa is authorized to obtain tape recordim^^^ 
scheduled speech at the University of South Florida[“ 

Tampa is also authorized to have a Special Agent present at the 
however, the Agent utilized should uot be known on the campus of the 
University of South Florida. Both of the authorizations are contin¬ 
gent upon whether this coverage can be handled with full security 
assured. 


Submit results to Bureau and Los Angeles in accordance with 
Instructions set forth in Bureau airtels to Albany and all offices 
3/16/72 and 8/31/72. 


1 - Los Angeles (Enc. - 1) 
1 
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NOTE: 


Daniel Ellsberg, subject of the Pentagon papers case, 
'is. scheduled to speak In the gymnasium at the University of 
South Florida on 11/10/72. Department has previously requested 
that where feasible speeches of Ellsberg be recorded and/or 
physically covered in order to obtain any information which 
could be utilized in cross examination^^J^^berg should he 
take the stand in forthcoming triaj 
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Assistant Attorney General 
Internal Security Division ,^E.C*Aiil 


(Acting Director, FBI 


C±'' 7/o Co 


October 26, 1972 

'Ll OSh 

' U 1 - Mr. Miller - ' » 

1 - Mr. Dalbey 
1 - Mr. Williamson 


DANIEL ELLSEERG, et al. v. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 

(D. D. C.) CIVIL ACTION NO. 1879-72 


Pursuant to the request contained in your letter of 
September 22, 1972, enclosed is a memorandum bearing the same 
caption dated October 18, 1972, which contains certain factual 
information relative to captioned case. 0 

In answering the complaint, we suggest that the allegations 
relating to the identities of the plaintiffs and defendants contained in 
paragraphs 1 and 2 can be admitted. O 

The jurisdictional allegations contained in paragraph 3 of 
the complaint can be denied. V? 

Paragraphs 4, 5, and 6 of the complaint concern matters 
handled by Government counsel during the proceedings in United States v. 
Russo and while the allegations appear substantially correct, no answer 
to them is being suggested. ’J 

The information necessary to respond to the allegations in 
paragraph 7 of the complaint is contained in the memorandum enclosed 
herewith. G 


Paragraphs 8 and 9 of the complaint wluch allege that the 
r \j~rY electronic surveillances conducted herein are illegal should be denied. Vj 
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The factual information necessary to respond to plaintiffs' 
interrogatories is contained in the enclosed memorandum. ( 5 

JLW:deh/ r ) ' 

' (6). P I-/ 

% t |V|< 


& 


T ^ SEE NOTE PAGE TWO 

'^"001: 


Ur. Armstrong. 

Ms. Herwig_ 

Mrs. Nee nan _ MAIL ROOM 



OCi$$ 3°U!i.lS 

Ponder_ \ 

.Sov are _ r 

TELETYPE UNIT CZD 


;t i^Mal Kttached 

OG i L G19/L 


FBI 





J i , 


i 






* - * 






























Assistant Attorney General ;* 
Internal Security Division • 


• 


- _ i* ■ * 

T ’ . * .v •' 


, ~ . , .v *• v - • ' •- x. *■*' 

i • ' * * 7 # * 

We would suggest that the following defenses be raised: 
lack of jurisdiction over the subject matter, lack of standing on the part 
of the plaintiffs, and that the complaint fails to state a claim upon which 
relief can be granted. In addition, the defenses of official and soverign 
immunity appear to be appropriate in this case • j . ^ ' *V -' ‘ * 

.Enclosure ■ • --vw •'* i ' 

*; s .-* • *C * ; *'■ v '*•"*.^*'-* • ' •* . * •* J . 

NOTE: Daniel Ellsburg, Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr., and 17 others have 
filed a civil action in U. S. District Court, Washington, D. C., for damages 
arising from electronic surveillances which they allege were illegal. The 
Department is being furnished with the results of our Elsur check on 
plaintiffs so they may respond to the complaint and interrogatories filed 
in this civil suit, > ' . .. r v . ■ 
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UNITED STATES VERNMENT 

Memorandum 

ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 
S A C,_ SAVANNAH (65-1229) (P) 


date: 10/31/72 


U'' 

\.f| subject: MC LEK 
A\J SIO ' 




Re Bureau Airtel 8/31/72. 


The facts relating to captioned matter have 
again been furnished to all Agents of the Savannah Office, 
and no information has been developed to date as a result 
of their contacts with logical sources to indicate DANIEL 
ELLSBERG or any of his associates have been active within 
the Savannah Division. 
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THE PENTAGON PAPERS: WHAT ARE THEY? 


J The Pentagon Papers are comparable to the Nazi documents 
ich the allies captured at the end of World War II. The 
exposure of the Pentagon Papers is the first time in history 
that a citizen of a great state has made his government's ar¬ 
chives available to the citizens of their country. The papers 
cover the history of the United States involvement in Vietnam 
from World War II to May, 1968. The Pentagon Papers, however, 
are not complete and they were not written from an anti-war 
perspective. They are the documents of people who run the 
U.S. government, Presidents, Cabinet members, ambassadors, 
and generals; telling what decisions were made and how they 
were made. 

In 1967,Secretary of Defense McNamara commissioned State 
and Defense Department and research institute intellectuals 
to write a secret history of the war.McNamara felt that mis¬ 
takes had been made in the war,and he wanted a total review 
of the U.S. policies which led to involvement in Vietnam. 
Thirty-six anonymous authors(many from the Rand Corporation) 
wrote a narrative analysis of the documents. 

The Rand Corporation was established in 1948 as an inde¬ 
pendent corporation to act as a "think tank." Today, over 501 
of its funds come from the Air Force. It functions as a 
clearing house for ideas about conducting the Cold War, and 
the research done there ranges from technical studies on 
nuclear weapons to political studies on counter-insurgency. 

Daniel Ellsberg was one of the Pentagon Papers' authors 
who worked at Rand.Previously he had served the U.S. in 
Vietnam in the mid-sixties as a counter-insurgency and paci¬ 
fication expert.At one point he was a special assistant to 
the "Ugly American',' General Lansdale.Tony Russo also worked at 
Rand.He did government studies on the effects of chemical sprays 
on rice crops,and participated as an interviewer of NLF pris¬ 
oners in South Vietnam as part of a "Vietcong Motivation and 
Morale"study.This research was used by the Air Force and President 
Johnson to justify the bombing campaign against North Vietnam 
from 1965-1968.Russo and Ellsberg now stand charged with tak¬ 
ing the Pentagon Papers from Rand,duplicating them and making 
them available to the Senate and New,York Times .They face a 
maximum of 150 years imprisonment on charges of conspiracy, 
tjeft,and violation of the Espionage Act. The New York Times 
w^s just recently awarded the Pulitzer Prize for the publica- 
tion of the papers.; 
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THE PENTAGON PAPERS: WHAT DO THEY SAY? 


Why Ate We In Vietnam? 

After the second World War,the old imperial system began to show 
signs of cracking under the pressure of nationalist forces indig¬ 
enous to colonial areas.With the devastation created by the war, 
the European nations were no longer capable of holding their colon¬ 
ial territories.The U.S. stepped into this power vacuum to supervise 
this pe riod of de -colonization and prevent this "de-stabilized" 
system from succumbing to any type of nationalist movement,i.e. 
communist,that would be counter to Western interests.This new policy, 
popularly known as the Truman Doctrine or "containment",was to 
form the ideological-cover for the two major premises of U.S. 
foreign policy since World War II:expansionism and counter-revol¬ 
ution.The policy of U.S. economic expansion into the third world 
and the replacement of the British as the new head of the inter¬ 
national capitalist system,was already bringing the U.S.into 
conflict with Japanese imperialist ambitions in 1941. 

"Make clear the fact that the occupation of 
Indochina by Japan possibly means one further 
step to seizing control of the South Sea Area, 
including trade routes of supreme importance 
to the United States.controlling such products 
as rubber,tin,and other commodities.This was of 
vital concern to the United States.The Secretary 
said that if we did not bring out this point our 
people will not understand the significance of 
this move into Indochina." 

Memo of conversation by Sumner Welles,acting 
Secretary of State,July 24,1941.Vietnam and the 
U.S.;1940-1950.p.A-ll 

The U.S. had to endorse a counter-revolutionary policy when it de¬ 
cided to become the leader of the international capitalist system 
(free worldjthat was crumbling under the pressure of revolutionary 
nationalist movement. 

"At each key decisional point at which the Pres¬ 
ident could have influenced the course of events 
toward trusteeship--in relations with the U.S.,in 
casting the United Nations Charter;in instructions 
'ito allied commanders--he declined to do sojhence, 

•despite his lip service to trusteeship and anti- 
|colonialism,F.D.R. in fact assigned to Indochina a 
status correlative to Burma,Malaya,Singapore,and 
Indonesia;free territory to be 
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reconquered end returned to its former 
owners. Non-intervention by the U.S. on 
behalf of the. Vietnamese was tantamount 
to acceptance of the French return. 11 
Indochina in U.S. Wartime Policy, 
1941-1945, G.E.,* Vol. I, p.2 


This’ policy called for the U.S. to restore the economic viability 
of the Colonial powers (Marshall Plan), and aid them in regain¬ 
ing control of their colonial territories which had been lost 
during, the course of World War II,- The U.S. was concerned not 
only fpr its own interests but the broader interests of its 
junior partners in the new capitalist system envisioned by U.S. 
leaders. It is in this perspective, counter-revolution and 
expansionism, that we must see the U.S. aid to France in their 
attempt to supress the revolutionary nationalistic forces of 
the Vietminh and to restore Indochina as a French colony. 


"Should Indochina be lost to the Communists 
and in the absence of an immediate and ef¬ 
fective counteraction by the free world 
(which would of necessity be on a much 
greater scale than that required to be de¬ 
cisive in Indochina), the conquest of the 
remainder of Southeast Asia would inevitably 
follow. Thereafter, longer term results, . 
probably forcing Japan into an accommodation « 
with the communist bloc, and threatening 
the stability and security of Europe, could 
be expected to ensue." 

Memorandum for the Special Committee 
G.E., Vol. I, p. 452 


At this point we see the beginnings of the "domino theory" 
which has been used in various forms by all the U.S. administra¬ 
tions to rationalize the escalation of the Vietnam War. The 
U.S. aid in the French attempt to suppress the Vietnamese revol¬ 
ution was only part of a much broader policy of counter¬ 
revolution in the third world. 




"The loss of any of the countries of South¬ 
east Asia to communist control a$ a conse¬ 
quence of overt or covert Chinese Communist 
aggression would have critical psychologi¬ 
cal, political and economic consequences. 

In the absence of effective and timely 
counteraction, the loss of any single coun¬ 
try would probably lead to relatively swift 
submission to or an alignment with communism 
by the remaining countries of this group. 
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Furthermore, an alignment with communism 
of the rest of Southeast Asia and India, 
and in the longer term, of the Middle East 
1 (with the probable exceptions of at least 
Pakistan and Turkey) would in all proba¬ 
bility progressively follow. Such wide¬ 
spread alignment would endanger the stability 
and security of Europe." 


National Security Council Memorandum, 
June 25, 1952, G.E., Vol. I, p. 385 


As it became increasingly clear to top U.S. officials that the 
French were losing the war to reconquer Indochina, the government 
began to prepare the public for direct U.S. intervention. 


M Make clear to the American people the 
importance of Southeast Asia to the 
security of the United States so that 
they may be prepared for any of the 
courses of action proposed herein/* 


NSC Memorandum, June 25, 1952, 
G.E., Vol. I, p. 387 


The Pentagon Papers make it clear that top U.S. officials con¬ 
sidered the loss of Indochina to indigenous communist forces 
as a devastating psychological blow to their grand strategy of 
insuring that the third world remained within the capitalist 
system. 

M 0n the one hand, the Americans wanted 
to use their influence to ensure that 
the French not sell out Western interests 
for the sake of a quick settlement; on the 
other, they were determined not to become 
so involved in the bargaining process 
as to link the Administration to the final 
terms /' 


G.E., Vol. I, p. 113 


The intervention in the 1950*s, the escalation of the war in 1964, 
and the continuation of the war today, are predicated on two 
major theories--the domino theory and the concept of credibility. 
Once the Indochina War was Americanized, once the most powerful 
country in the world (as U.S. leaders are so quick to remind us) 
had pj^dged itself to defeating a revolutionary guerrilla move¬ 
ment, Admitting defeat would entail a tremendous loss of face 
and cr 



There are dozens of corrupt and unpopular U.S. client states 
which are ultimately dependent on the dominating presence of 
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J.S. military power to protect their governments from internal 
revolution. A loss in Vietnam could mean that these elites 
could no longer depend on the U.S. to intervene in what the 
'[J.S. public would see as a repeat of our Vietnam experience. 

"It is essential - however badly SEA may 
go over the next 2-4 years - that U.S. 

' emerge as a 'good doctor'. We must have 
kept promises, been tough, taken risks, 

• ' gotten bloodied, and hurt the enemy very 
/ badly. We must avoid appearances which 
will affect judgements by, and provide 
pretexts to, other nations regarding U.S. 
power, resolve and competence, and regard¬ 
ing how the U.S. will behave in future 
cases of particular interest to those 
nations. The questions will be: ... 

c. Is the U.S. hobbled by restraints x 

which might be relevant in future cases 

(fear of illegality of UN or neutral 

reaction, of domestic pressures, of U.S. 

losses, of deploying U.S. ground forces 

in Asia, of war with China or Russia, of 

use of nuclear weapons, etc.)?" 

Draft Memorandum from John McNaughton 
G.E., Vol. Ill, pp. 582-583 

What happens to the U.S. guarantee to these client states when 
it becomes to all the world that even the "most powerful country 
in the world" is vulnerable to a popularly supported revolution¬ 
ary movement? This is the real meaning behind the terms "domino 
theory" and "credibility", and Nixon's statements about the U.S. 
becoming a second-rate power in the world. The domino theory is 
not so much a physical model for the_collapse of the "free world , 
as it is a psychological model for third world revolution a- 
gainst the control and manipulation of the U.S. and its capital¬ 
ist allies. * 

"To get closer to an answer, McNaughton began 
by restating U.S. objectives in Vietnam, and 
by attempting to weigh those objectives by 
their relative importance: 

To avoid a humiliating defeat (to 
our reputation~as a guarantor). 

To keep SVN (and then adjacent terri¬ 
tory) from Chinese hands. 

To permit the people of SVN to enjoy 
a better, freer way of life. 


70%- 

207.- 

10%- 
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ALSO-To emerge from crisis without un¬ 

acceptable taint from methods used. 

NOT ---To 'help a friend', although it 
' would be hard to stay in if asked 
out." 

G.E., Vol. 3, pp. 348-349 

Vietnam was proclaimed by U.S. officials to be the test case of 
the American policy to suppress social revolution in the third 
world and U.S. presidents of both political parties have been 
ready to guarantee the success of that policy. Despite massive 
domestic protest, and at the very real“risk of the complete 
destruction of Vietnam, the U.S. continues to wage its war 
against the Vietnamese struggle for independence. 

» i 

THE UNITED STATES IS THE AGGRESSOR 

The Pentagon Papers give conclusive evidence that the U.S. is, 
in fact, the aggressor in Vietnam. During the late 1940's and 
early 1950's, the U.S. supported the French against the Vietnamese 
people's fight for independence. . . 

•. *i . - 

"...telegram from an American diplomat in 
Hanoi, received in Washington 27 Feb. 1946: 

Ho Chi Minh handed me 2 letters addressed to 
President of USA, China, Russia, and Britain 
identical copies of which were stated to have 
been forwarded to other governments named. In 
2 letters to Ho Chi Minh request (sic) USA as 
one of United Nations to support idea of Annamese 
independence according to Philippines (sic) 
example, to examine the case of the Annamese, 
and to take steps necessary to maintenance 
of world peace which is being endangered by 
French efforts to reconquer Indochina." 

"There is no record that the U.S. encouraged 
Ho Chi Minh thus to submit his cause to the 
U.S., (U.N.) beyond the O.S.S. support he 
received during and immediately after World 
War II; nor does the record reflect that the 
U.S. responded affirmatively to Ho's petitions. 

Rather, the U.S. Government appears to have 
adhered uniformly to a policy of looking to 
the French rather than to Vietnamese Nation¬ 
alists for constructive steps' toward Vietna¬ 
mese independence 

G.E., Vol. I, p. 20 
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n U.S. assistance, which began modestly with* 

$10 million in 1950, reached $1,063 million * * **'* 
in fiscal year 1954, at which time it , 
accounted for 787, of the French war burden. 11 

G.E., Vol. I, p. 77 4 ‘ . 

Furthermore, the U.S. expected the French to win. : ' « -i ■ 

"The temptation to 'go along' with the French' v • •* 
until the Viet Minh were defeated was all the*' 
more attractive because of the expectation 
of .victory which pervaded official Washington. 

Before Dien Bien Phu General O'Daniel consis- 
tently reported that victory was within reach • 
if the United States continued its support." 

. G.E., Vol. I, p. 79 - v v 

When it became apparent that the French were losing despite our 
aid, France wanted to come to the negotiating table. However, 
the U.S. tried to prevent this. *. . ; '• . : 

- « vV.. • . ‘ .. . * ‘ 

• e* j 

"U.S. policy was to steer the French away l; • 1 ■ 
from negotiations because of the fear that 
Indochina would thereby be handed over to 
the Communist 'empire. 1 " 

G.E., Vol. I, p. 56 

But the matter was brought to Geneva where the U.S. had to plot 
a tricky course. 

"On the one hand, the Americans wanted to 
use their influence to ensure that the 
French not sell out Western interests for 
the sake of a quick settlement; on the 
other, they were determined not to become 
so involved in the bargaining process as 
to link the Administration to the final 
terms." 

By not actually signing the Geneva Accords, the U.S. government 
wanted to have a freer hand in the future for whatever course 
of action it decided to take in Indochina. 


"Thus, both publicly and privately, Ad¬ 
ministration leaders indicated at the 
outset of the conference that the United 
States would divorce itself from any 
settlement that resulted in less than a 
complete French-Vietnamese victory." 

G,E., Vol. I, p. 117 .i - 























The National Security Council decided the Geneva Accords were a 
disaster because the Council had wanted nothing short of victory, 
anl therefore, immediately began to plan for actions in Southeast 

AsLa. 

"3. In brief, this paper concludes that from 
the point of view of the U.S. strategic position 
in Asia, and indeed throughout the world, no 
solution to the Indochina problem short of 
victory is acceptable. It recommends that this 
.be the basis for the U.S. negotiating position 
‘ prior to and at the Geneva Conference." 

Memo for the Special Committee, NSC 
(March 17, 1954) G.E. Vol. I, p. 451 

The Geneva Accords, which the U.S. did agree to adhere to, 
temporarily divided Vietnam, at the 17th parallel, into two re- 
groupment zones; the French in the south and the Vietminh in the 
north. The Accords stipulated that there should be full civi.. 
liberties for peaceful, legal, political activity in both zones. 
They called for a conference in 1955 which was to set up the 
apparatus and conditions for the intended elections to reunify 
the country in 1956. From the very beginning, the U.S. was 
working to undermine this peace settlement. 

"The Saigon Military Mission (SMM) was born 
in a Washington policy meeting early in 1954, 
when Dien Bien Phu was still holding out against 
the encircling Vietminh. The SMM was to enter 
into Vietnam quietly and assist the Vietnamese 
who sided with the French , rather than the 
French, in unconventional warfare. The French 
were to be kept as friendly allies in the process, 
as far as possible. The broad mission for the 
team was to undertake paramilitary operations 
1 against the enemy and to wage political- 

psychological warfare. Later, after Geneva, 
the mission was modified to prepare the means 
for undertaking paramilitary operations in 
‘ Communist areas rather than to wage unconven¬ 
tional warfare . . . ." 

Lansdale Team's Report on Covert Saigon 
Mission in 1954 and 1955. G.E. Vol.I, p.574 

"We had smuggled into -Vietnam about eight and 
a half tons of supplies for the Hao paramili-' 
tary group. They included fourteen agent 
radios, 300 carbines, 90,000 rounds of carbine 
ammunition, and 300 pounds of explosives. Two 
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and a half tons were delivered to the Hao agents 
in Tonkin, while the remainder was cached along 
the Red River by SMM, with the help of the Navy..." 
Lansdale Team's Report on Covert Saigon 
Mission in 1954 and 1955. G.E. Vol.I, p.583 

"Backed by the United States, Diem refused to 
open consultation with the North Vietnamese con¬ 
cerning general elections when the date for these 
fell due in July, 1955." 

G.E. Vol. I, p.183 

"While it is obviously impossible to make a de¬ 
pendable forecast as to the outcome of a free 
election, current intelligence leads the Joint 
Chiefs to the belief that a settlement based upon 
free elections would be attended by almost certain 
loss of the Associated States to Communist control." 
Joint Chiefs of Staff memorandum, (12 March, 1954) 
G.E., Vol. I, p.448 

"A draft policy toward all-Vietnam elections 
finally produced in May, 1955, held that to give 
no impression of blocking elections while avoid¬ 
ing the possibility of losing them, Diem should 
insist on free elections by secret ballot with 
strict supervision. Communists in Korea and Germany 
had rejected these conditions; hopefully the Vietminh 
would follow suit." 

G.E. Vol. I, p.239 

"Dulles liked this idea. His view was: 'While we 
should certainly take no positive step to speed 
up present process of decay of Geneva Accords, 
neither should we make the slightest effort 
to infuse life into them.' But France was never 
able to meet Geneva obligations concerning the 
elections of 1956, for Diem matched his refusal 
to consult with the Vietminh about elections with 
an adamant refusal to ever hold them. Neither 
Britain nor the Soviet Union pressed the matter; 
the United States backed Diem's position." 

G.E. Vol.I, p.241 

"Finally, in this review of factors that would 
affect policy-making on Vietnam, we must note 
that South Vietnam, (unlike any of the other 
countries in Southeast Asia) was essentially the 
creation of the United States. 
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Without U.S. support Diem almost certainly could 
not have consolidated his hold on the South during 
1955 and 1956. Without the threat of U.S. inter¬ 
vention, South Vietnam could not have refused to 
even discuss the elections called for in 1956, under 
the Geneva settlement without being immediately over¬ 
run by the Vietminh armies. Without U.S. aid in the 
years following, the Diem regime certainly, and an 
independent South Vietnam almost as certainly, could 
not have survived." 

G.E. Vol. II, p.22 

Thus, the U.S. was going down the same path the French had in 
seeking a nationalist alternative to the Vietminh. Diem was a ruth 
less dictator who carried out his repressive acts with the complete 
knowledge and consent of the U.S. 

"The Embassy looked the other way from repres¬ 
sive police measures and political arrests unless 
these led to embarrassing press stories; and when 
the Ambassador would raise this type of issue with 
the GVN, it proved always to be touchy. Especially 
under Lodge, the Embassy tried to protect GVN from 
the press and to help it build a favorable image. 

Vol. IV, C.9(b), U.S.-GVN Relations: 1963-'67, 

Part II, p. vi, Government Printing Office 

"U.S. determination to back Diem was made with the 
knowledge that French support for him was hardly 
enthusiastic. Guy La Chambre, Minister for the 
Associated States, faulted Diem on three essential 
points: Diem would oppose a representative govern- 
’* 1 • ment, oppose agrarian reform and refuse to depose 

Bao Dai and create a republic. La Chambre expected 
a new government would be necessary to give South 
Vietnam a chance of winning the 1956 elections." 

G.E. Vol. I, p.214 

"But enough evidence has now accumulated to establish 
that peasant resentment against Diem was extensive 
and well founded. Moreover, it is clear that dislike 
of the Diem government was coupled with resentment 
toward Americans. For many Vietnamese peasants, the 
War of Resistance against French-Bao Dai rule never 
*- ended; France was merely replaced by the U.S., and 
Bao Dai's mantle was transferred to Ngo Dinh Diem." 

G.E. Vol. I, p. 252 
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"Diem's whole rural policy furnishes one example 
after another of political maladroitness." 

G.E. Vol. I, p. 253 % 

"Diem's reform package compared unfavorably 
even in theory with what the Vietminh had done 
by way of rural reform. l( 

As it turned out, only 107 o of all tenant farmers 
benefited in any sense. By 1959, the land reform 
program was virtually inoperative. As of 1960, 

45% of the land remained concentrated in the hands 
of 2% of landowners, and 15% of the landlords owned 
75% of all the land." . 4 , 

G.E. Vol. I, p. 254 

"Diem's nearly paranoid preoccupation with security 
influenced his population relocation schemes. Even 
the refugee relief programs had been executed with 
an eye to building a 'living wall' between the 
lowland centers of population and the jungle and 
mountain redoubts of dissidents. Between April 1957 
and late 1961, the GVN reported that over 200,000 
persons-refugees and landless families from coastal 
Annam were, resettled in 147 centers carved from 
220,000 acres of wilderness." 

G.E. Vol. I, p. 255 

"Nor was Ngo Dinh Diem successful in excercising 
effective leadership over the Vietnamese urban 
population or its intellectuals. . 

In late 1957, newspapers critical of the regime 
began to be harrassed, and in March 1958, after 
a caustic editorial, the GVN closed down the 
largest newspaper in Saigon. Attempts to form 
opposition political parties for participation 
in the national assembly met vague threats and 
bureaucratic impediments. In 1956, opposition 
politicians risked arrest for assaying to form 
parties unauthorized by Nhu or Can, and by 1959 
all opposition political activity had come to 
a halt." 

G.E. Vol. I, p.256 

"The chief threat to the viability of President 
Diem's administration is, without a doubt, the 
fact of communist insurgency and the government's 
inability to protect its own people. Thus military 
measures must have the highest priority. There is, 
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nevertheless, strong discontent with the govern¬ 
ment among not only the elite but among peasants, 
labor, and business. Criticism focuses on the 
dynastic aspects of the Diem rule, and its clandes¬ 
tine political apparatus, and on the methods through 
which the President exercises his leadership." (5/6/61) 
G.E. Vol. II, pp. 52-3 


"The Buddhist crisis in South Vietnam has high¬ 
lighted and intensified a widespread and long¬ 
standing dissatisfaction with the Diem regime 
and its style of government. If, as is likely, 

Diem fails to carry out truly and promptly the 
commitments he has made to the Buddhists, disorders 
will probably flare again and the chances of a coup 
or assassination attempts against him will become 
better than ever." (7/10/63) 

G.E. Vol. II, p.739 


"The government of newly-created South Vietnam, 
headed since 1954 by President Diem, had contin¬ 
ued resettlement schemes to accomodate displaced 
persons, to control suspected rural pipulations, . 
and to safeguard loyal peasants in the threatened 
areas. None of these efforts involving resettle¬ 
ment had succeeded. Each had inspired antagonism 
among the peasants who were moved from their ances¬ 
tral lands and away from family burial plots." 

G.E. Vol. II, p. 133 


Because of the failure to hold elections and because of the repres¬ 
sive policies of Diem's police state, the oppressed people of Viet¬ 
nam renewed their struggle for freedom and justice. 


"Diem was handicapped in all his attempts to 
build a nation by his political concepts. He 
had the extravagant expectations of a Rousseau, 
and he acted with the zeal of a Spanish Inquisi¬ 
tor." 

G.E. Vol. I, p. 253 


Despite gloomy reports on the chances of the U.S. winning the war 
in Vietnam, the U.S. leaders were determined to try. 




"Highly placed officials from Washington visited 
Saigon and, in private conversations.indica¬ 
ted that current estimates led to the conclu¬ 
sion that Vietnam probably would have to be 
written off as a loss. We admitted that pros- 
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pects were gloomy, but were positive that there was 
still a fighting chance." t (9/54) 

G.E. Vol. I, p. 577 

Diem was increasingly opposed not merely by organized guerrilla 
forces, but by a broad spectrum of the Vietnamese population. 

From 1961 to 1964 the U.S. sent advisors and Green Berets as part 
of new counterinsurgency measures developed in 'think tanks like 
the Rand Corporation. Nonetheless, the situation was deteriorat¬ 
ing rapidly. 

t . i• 

"... the internal security situation in South 
Vietnam has become critical. What amounts to 
a state of active guerrilla warfare now exists 
throughout the country. The number of Viet Cong 
hard-core Communists has increased from 4400 in 
/ early 1960 to an estimated 1.2,000 today. The 1 

number of violent incidents per month now averages 
650. Casualties on both sides totaled more than 
4,500 during the first three, months of this year. 
Fifty-eight percent of the country is under some 
degree of Communist control, ranging from harass¬ 
ment and night raids to almost complete adminis¬ 
trative jurisdiction in the Communist 'secure areas. 


G.E. Vol. II, p.36 


(4/26/61) 


The U.S. then helped to overthrow Diem in order to save the war. 

"... the American mission in Saigon main¬ 
tained secret contacts with the plotting generals 
through pne of the Central Intelligence Agency's 
most experienced and versatile operatives, an 
Indochina Veteran, Lieut. Col. Lucien Conien. He 
first landed in Vietnam in 1944 by parachute for 
the Office of Strategic Services, the wartime 
forerunners of the CIA. 

So trusted by the Vietnamese generals was 
Colonel Conien that he was in their midst at 
Vietnamese General Staff Headquarters as they 
launched the coup." 

Bantam Edition of the Pentagon Papers, p.159 


1 


"For the military coup d'etat against Ngo Dinh 
Diem, the U.S. must accept its full share of res¬ 
ponsibility. Beginning in August of 1963 we 
variously authorized, sanctioned and encouraged 
the coup efforts of the Vietnamese generals and 
offered full support for a successor government. 
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( In October we cut off aid to Diem in a direct 

rebuff, giving a green light to the generals. We 
maintained clandestine contact with them through- 
» out the planning and execution of the coup and 
sought to review their operational plans and pro¬ 
posed new government. Thus, as the nine-year 
rule of Diem came to a bloody end, our complicity 
in his overthrow heightened our responsibilities 
and our commitment in an essentially leaderless 
Vietnam." 

' G.E. Vol. II, p. 207 

"The chance of bringing off a general's coup 
depends on them to some extent; but it depends 
. at least as much on us." 

Cable from Ambassador Lodge to Rusk, 

August 29, 1963, Bantam Edition, p.197 

The overthrow of Diem did not, however, change the general dis¬ 
integration of the Saigon-American forces. 

"Thus, as winter drew to an end in February- 
. March, 1964, it was recognized, as it had never 
been fully recognized before, that the situation 
in Vietnam was deteriorating so rapidly that 
the dimensions and kinds of effort so far in¬ 
vested could not hope to reverse the trend. 

This was indeed a turning point." 

G.E., Vol. Ill, p.42 

The Pentagon Papers give ample evidence that despite our lip 
service to the principle of democracy, the U.S. was perfectly wil¬ 
ling to forgo this ideal in South Vietnam. Diem's government was 
only the first in a series of dictatorships which we supported. 

"The ambassador (Henry Cabot Lodge)...considers that 
the U.S. not press the new government unduly. He 
stated that they are in a most delicate state, and 
are not ready for a system which replaces govern¬ 
ments by elective process rather than by violence, 
that this is beyond their horizon at this time and 
we should not seek to recreate in Vietnam our im¬ 
age of the democratic ideal." 
k Honolulu Conffrence Report, November, 1963, 

;J G.E. Vol. II,*P.304 

Nor iid the installation of the Khanh and Ky regimes change the 
undemocratic nature of the South Vietnamese government. 
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"GVN launched its transition to legitimate gov¬ 
ernment on September 11, electing the longpromised 
Constituent Assembly. Although GVN systematically 
excluded from the elections all persons connected 
with the Struggle Movement, and although the Bud¬ 
dhists declared a boycott, the electorate turned 
out in large numbers and the results gratified the 
Embassy. State had reservations about the exclu¬ 
sion of Struggle Movement people, but Lodge unre¬ 
servedly backed this exclusion, on the ground that 
GVN 'should not be discouraged from taking moder¬ 
ate measures to prevent elections from being used 
as a vehicle for a Communist takeover of the 
country. 1 " (September, 1966) 

G.E. Vol. II, p 384 

Because the Vietnamese people continued to fight these agressive 
regimes, the U.S. had to escalate the war. Thus, in 1965, America 
began its ground troop involvement in Vietnam. In order to justify 
this escalation, a pretext such as the Gulf of Tonkin incident had 
to be instigated. For six months before the Tonkin incident, the 
U.S. had been mounting clandestine military actions against the 
North, while planning to get Congressional approval for a resolu¬ 
tion that the Administration regarded as equivalent to a-declara¬ 
tion of war. The provocation strategy consisted of: 

"... deliberate attempts to provoke the 
DRV into taking action which could then by an¬ 
swered by a systematic U.S. air campaign." 

Bantam Edition, p.313 

Just four days prior to the attack on the U.S.S. Maddox in the Gulf 
of Tonkin, the U.S. had sponsored raids on the coast of North Viet¬ 
nam. On the prior night, South Vietnamese coastal patrol forces 
made a midnight attack, including an amphibious 'commando' raid on 
Hon Me and Hon Nieu Islands, (about 19 degrees W. latitude). 

"On August 2, the destroyer (the U.S.S. Maddox) 
was intercepted by three North Vietnamese patrol 
boats. Apparently, these boats and a fleet of 
junks had moved into the area near the island 
to search for the attacking force and had mis¬ 
taken the Maddox for a South Vietnamese escort 
vessel." 

G.E. Vol. Ill, pp. 183-4 


X 


Portrayed in the U.S. as a completely unprovoked attack on U.S. 
shijJs, the incident led Congress to approve the Gulf of Tonkin 
Resolution and opened the gate for U.S. escalation of the war. 























This new phase of the war presented new problems to the policy mak¬ 
ers . 


"The decision you face now, therefore, is crucial. 
Once large numbers of U.S. troops are committed to 
direct combat they will begin to take heavy casual¬ 
ties in a war they are ill-equipped to fight in a non 
cooperative if not downright hostile countryside. 


Once we suffer large casualties we will have started 
a well-nigh irreversible process. Our involvement 
will be so great that we cannot-~-without national 
humiliation--stop short of achieving our complete 
objectives. Of the two possibilities I think humil¬ 
iation would be more likely than the achievement 
of our objectives--even after we have paid terrible 
costs 

Under-Secretary of State George Ball 
Memorandum to President Johnson, June, 1965 
G. E. Vol. IV, p. 22 


Throughout the entire Vietnam involvement, the U.S. has public¬ 
ly proclaimed its willingness to negotiate a peaceful settlement 
of the war while doing everything privately to undermine any peace 
settlement that was anything less than U.S. victory. 


"B. If, despite all U.S. efforts to the contrary, 
the French Government elects to accept a negotia¬ 
ted settlement which fails to provide reasonably 
adequate assurance of the future political and 
territorial integrity of Indochina, the U.S. should 
decline to associate itself with such a settlement 
and should pursue, directly with the governments 
of the Associated States and with other Allies 
(notably the U.K.) ways and means of continuing the 
struggle against the Viet Minh in Indochina without 
participation of the French." 

Memorandum.for the President's Special 
Committee, March 17, 1954. 

G.E. Vol. I, p 453 


The U.S. leaders have felt compelled to initiate new public peace 
offers while secretly planning new escalations of the war. 


"Up to this time, the official U.S. position had 
been unreceptive to negotiations, although the 
President had paid lipservice to his willingness 
to 'do anything and go anywhere in the interests 
of peace.' Past inaction he blamed entirely on Hanoi." 
G.E. Vol III, pp. 354-355 
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/ "It ought to be possible to explain in Saigon 
that your mission is precisely for the purpose 
of knocking down the idea of neutralization 
wherever it rears its ugly head, and on this 
' point I think that nothing is more important 

than to stop neutralist talk wherever we can by 
whatever means we can. I have'made this point 
myself to Mansfield and Lippmann and I expect to 
use every public opportunity to restate our posi¬ 
tion firmly. You may want to convey our concern 
on-this point to General Khanh .and get his ideas 
on the best possible joint program to stop such 
talk in Saigon, in Washington, and in Paris." 

President Johnson, March 20, 1964 
G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 511 

WHOM ARE WE FIGHTING? 

The U.S. has consistently supported a succession of corrupt and i 
unpopular governments while fighting against the forces which have 
the enthusiastic support of the Vietnamese people. In fact, dur¬ 
ing World War II, the U.S. had to deal with the Viet Minh because 
they were the only viable force in Vietnam. 

"The American O.S.S. during World War II dealt 
with the Viet Minh as the sole efficient resis¬ 
tance apparatus within Vietnam, depending upon 
it for reliable intelligence, and for aid in 
assisting downed allied pilots." 

G.E. Vol. I, pp.44-45 

"First, the Viet Minh was the main repository 
of Vietnamese nationalism and anti-French 
colonialism. There were other such groups pro¬ 
moting Viet Independence, but none were compe¬ 
titive on a country-wide scale." 

/ G.E. Vol. I, pp.42-43 , 

"Second, the Viet Minh was sufficiently popular and 
effective to turn itself into a Vietnam-wide govern¬ 
ment that could have extended its authority through¬ 
out the country after World War II — except for 
the obstacle of reasserted French power, and, to 
a lesser degree, of indigenous political opposition 
1.1 in Indochina. The Viet Minh was always more 

']i powerful in Tonkin and Annam than in South Vietnam. 

However, it seems likely that in the absence of the 
‘ French, the Viet Minh through its governmental cre¬ 
ation, the DRV, would have overridden indigenous 
























tribal, religious, and other opposition in 
short order." ' 

G.E. Vol. I, p. 43 ' ,% 

> i 1 

"... when the allies arrived, the Viet Minh 
were the de facto government•in both North and 
South Vietnam: Ho Chi Minh and his DRV in Hanoi, 
and the ICP-dominated 'Committee of the South' 
in Saigon." 

G.E. Vol. I, p.45 

At the time 'of Dien Bien Phu, the Viet Minh controlled much of the 
area of Vietnam. 

i 

"In 1954, the Viet Minh controlled some 60 to 
90 percent of South Vietnam's villages (by 
French estimates) and 20 to 40 percent of its 
territory (by U.S. estimates)." 

G.E. Vol. I, p. 295 1! 

During Diem s regime, the NLF (Viet Cong) continued to be suppor¬ 
ted by the majority of the people. 

"The Viet Cong also uses non-violent positive 
means to appeal to the peasantry. Although their 
tactics vary and depend partly on prevailing local 
, conditions, they have, for example, purchased 
rather than seized rice and food stuffs in many 
cases, have taxed the wealthy with effective 
publicity, and reportedly even distributed 
land to landless peasants. Even their terrorist 
, acts from time to time have been against harsh, 

disliked, or corrupt officials. These acts are 
held out as proof of the Viet Cong's ability to 
improve the peasant's economic and political lot. 

Their appeal is enhanced by the peasant's basic 
distrust of government officials engendered partly 
by their excessive and harsh implementation of 
government programs and 1 by the average Vietnamese 
bureaucrat's belief that he does not serve but is 
to be served by the people." 

Memo to Secretary of State McNamara from 

Roger Hilsman, Dec. 3, 1962 

G.E. Vol. II, p. 698 : - 

Summary. The situation is very disturbing. 

JCurrent trends, unless reversed in the next 2-3 
fmonths, will lead to neutralization at best and 
more likely to a Communist-controlled state. The 
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Viet Cong now control very high proportions of the 
people in certain key provinces, particularly 
those directly south and west of Saigon. The Stra¬ 
tegic Hamlet Program was seriously Over-extended 
in these provinces, and the Viet Cong has been able 
to destroy many hamlets, while others have been 
abandoned or in some cases betrayed or pillaged 
by the government's own Self Defense Corps. In 
these key provinces, the Viet Cong have destroyed 
almost all major roads, and are collecting taxes 
w - : at- will." (12/26/63) ; 

G.E. Vol. Ill, pp. 494-^95 ' 

The Pentagon Papers make it clear that the growing rebellion in the 
south was an indigenous movement. 

"Although vast majority of Viet Cong troops 
are of local origin, the infiltration of Viet 
Cong cadres from North Vietnam via Laos, the 
demilitarized zone, and by sea appears to be 
increasing. However, there ,is little evidence 
of major supplies from outside sources, most 
arms apparently being captured or stolen from 
• GVN forces or from the French during the 

Indochina war." (10/1/61) 

G.E. Vol. II, p. 72 / 

"In our enthusiasm to prove outside intervention 
before world opinion we have unquestionably ex¬ 
aggerated the role of material assistance espec¬ 
ially in the main area of insurrection in the far 
south. That leaders and radio guidance come in 
we know. But the amount of ammunition and weap¬ 
onry that a man can carry on his back for several 
hundred kilometers over jungle trails was not 
increased appreciably by Marx. No major conflict 
can depend on such logistic support." 

John Kenneth Galbraith, 11/21/61 
G.E. Vol. II, p.122 

* rf * 

Despite overweltning evidence demonstrating the popular support 
for the NLF, the writers of the Pentagon Papers continued to 
regard its strength as a mystery. 


"The ability.of the Viet Cong to rebuild their 

( units and to make good their losses is one of 

the mysteries of this guerrilla war." (11/27/64) 
•G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 668 

















































They must call it a mystery because they refuse to recognize that 
the u/s. is the enemy in a people's war. To the Vietnamese, those 
who s de with the Americans are traitors. Because the people felt 
this '/ay, the tyranny of the. Diem regime had to be continued by 
succeeding governments. 

"...totally useless and impractical hamlets were 
built with forced labor so that grafters would 
receive the money allocated to strategic hamlets..." 

(Dec. 6, 1963) 

G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 29 . 

"...There were confirmed reports from Corps and 
Division headquarters of deceased soldiers being 
kept on the roles as the only means of compensating 
their families and preventing further deteriora¬ 
tion of ARVN and paramilitary morale." 

G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 60 

"The effect on the GVN would be even more unfor¬ 
tunate. The Saigon leadership shows no sj.gn.s of a 
willingness--let alone an ability--to attract the 
necessary loyalty or support of the people. It 
is true that the GVN did not totally collapse dur-’ 
ing TET, but there is not yet anything like an 
urgent sense of national unity,and purpose. A 
large influx of additional U.S. forces will inten¬ 
sify the belief of the ruling elite that the U.S. 
will continue to fight its war while it engages 
in backroom politics and permits widespread cor- 
' _ ruption." 

ISA Memorandum to President Johnson, 

February, 1968 

G. E. Vol. IV, p. 564 

"By and large, the people in rural areas believe 
that the GVN when it comes will not stay but that 
the VC will: that cooperation with the GVN will 
be punished by the VC; that the GVN is really in¬ 
different to the people's welfare; that the low- 
level GVN are tools of the local rich; and that . 
the GVN is ridden with corruption." 

Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara 
Memorandum to President Johnson (7/67) , 

G.E. Vol. IV, p. 350 

"GVN Officials Interests: The primary interest 
of GVN officials in Bien Hoa Province is money. 

The lucrative U.S. presence with all the various 
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service trades that cater to the soldier, have 
created a virtual gold mine of wealth which is 
directly or indirectly syphoned off and pocketed 
by the officials." 

1 MACCORDS Report Covering Bien Hoa Province, 

’• ^December, 1967 

G.E. Vol. II, p. 407 . 

,: 0n one occasion Premier Ky called Colonel Sam 
Wilson in for his view of progress there as well 
as to ask for an evaluation o£ the ARVN 46th 
Regiment. Wilson was able to say plainly that 
the unit was poor and that its commander was 
ineffective and, without a doubt, corrupt. Ky 
explained that the commander in question was a 
close friend of the division commander who was 
a close friend of the corps commander who was 
a close friend of Ky. That seemed to explain 
the matter. (Early 1967) 

G.E. Vol. II, p. 399 


OUR POLICIES ARE CRIMINAL 


When Daniel Ellsberg was interviewed by Walter Cronkite in June, 
1971, he talked about the fact that there were no moral considera¬ 
tions at all in the Pentagon Papers. 

n .sviJDsIly 

,f In the 7,000-10,000 pages of this study, I 
don't think there is a line in them that con¬ 
tains an estimate of the likely impact of our 
policy on the overall casualties among the 
Vietnamese, or the refugees to be caused, the 
effects of defoliation in an ecological sense. 

There's never an estimate nor a calculation of 
' past effects. Ever. The documents simply con¬ 
cern the internal concerns of our officials. 

That says nothing more nor less than our officials 
never did concern themselves, certainly in any 
formal way or in writing, and I think in an in¬ 
formal way either, with the effect of our policies 
on the Vietnamese." (June, 1971) 

There are many examples throughout the Pentagon Papers of Crim¬ 
inal policies the U.S. planners were advocating and using in Vietnam. 

*1 • 

"We all accept the will of the DRV as the real 
target.-’' ' 

G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 649 



























. "The Judgment is that, because North Vietnam's economy • 
and organization is predominantly rural and not highly 
interdependent, attacks on industrial targets are not 
likely to contribute either to interdiction or to 
persuasion of the regime. Strikes at population tar¬ 
gets (per se) are likely not only to create a counter¬ 
productive wave of revulsion abroad and at home, 
but greatly to increase the risk of enlarging the 
war with China and the Soviet Union. Destruction 
of locks and dams, however--if handled right-- 
might (perhaps after the next Pause) offer promise. 

It should be studied. Such destruction does not 
kill or drown people. By shallow-flooding the rice, 
it leads after time to widespread starvation (more 
than a million?) unless food is provided--which we 
could offer to do "at the conference table." 

John McNaughton, January, 1966 
G.E. Vol. IV, p. 43 

"...Part of the reason for ARVN ineffectiveness is 
lack of supplies and support items (e.g. barbed 
wire) which the U.S. troops had in ample supply..." 

Alain Enthoven, Assistant Sec. of Defense 
G.E. Vol. IV, p. 459 

In all the discussions about bombing and whether or not it will be 
effective, there is never any talk about the cost in human lives. 

"With regard to the delays of ROLLING THUNDER VI, 

I have the impression that we may be attaching 
too much importance to striking target 40 be¬ 
cause of its intrinsic military value as a tar- 
• get. If we support the thesis (as I do) that 
the really important target is the will of the 
leaders in Hanoi, virtually any target North of 
the 19th parallel will convey the necessary 
message at this juncture as well as target 40." 

General Maxwell Taylor 
G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 336 

"For Porter (Willaim J. Porter, U.S. Deputy Ambas¬ 
sador in Saigon) to Komer (Robert Komer, John¬ 
son's Special Assistant for 'Peaceful Reconstruc¬ 
tion'): (We are deeply concerned by the 

ingrowing number of refugees. Latest reports indi- 
! cate that as of 31 August, a total of 1,361,288 
jhad been processed....Of course, in some ways, 
increased flow of refugees is a plus. It helps 
deprive VC of recruiting potential and rice growers. 




























and is partly indicative of growing peasant desire 
to seek security on our side.)" 

Robert Komer, late 1966 
G.E. Vol. II, p. 569 • 

"Revamp and put new steam behind a coordinated 
US/GVN intelligence collation and action effort 
targeted on the VC infrastructure at the critical 
provincial, district, and village levels. We 
are just not getting enough payoff yet from the 
massive intelligence we are increasingly collect¬ 
ing. .. 

"Step up refugee programs deliberately aimed at 
depriving the VC of a recruiting base." 

Robert Komer, Presidential Advisor, 

Memorandum to President Johnson, 4/24/67 
G.E. Vol. IV, p. 441 

,r With the Viet Cong out of the way--at least 
for the time being--the relocation and construc¬ 
tion of the new hamlet commenced. The new 
program got off to a bad start. The government 
was able to persuade only seventy families to 
volunteer for resettlement. The 315 other fam¬ 
ilies in the half dozen settlements were herded 
forcibly from their homes. Little of the $300,000 
in local currency provided by USOM had reached 
the peasants; the money was being withheld until 
the resettled families indicated they would not 
bolt the new hamlet. Some of them came with most 
of their meager belongings. Others had little 
but the clothes on their backs. Their old dwell- 
ings--and many of their possessions--were burned 
behind them. Only 120 males of an age to bear 
arms were found among the more than 200 families-- 
indicating very clearly that a large number had 
gone over to the VC, whether by choice or as a 
result of intimidation." 

"Operation Sunrise",.Begun March 22, 1962 
G.E. Vol II, p. 149 

"We should stimulate a greater refugee flow 
through psychological inducements to further de¬ 
crease the enemy's manpower base. Improve our 
ability to handle the flow and win the refugees' 
loyalty." 

Memorandum from Nicholas Katzenbach, 
Undersecretary of State to President Johnson 
G.E. Vol. IV, p. 508 
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In 
then 
can 
fight 


fpct, if the U.S. accepts the "will" of the people as the target, 
it seems logical that they must kill as many Vietnamese as they 
ince the Vietnamese people have shown their willingness to 
to the last man. 


• ‘ V*V 

■ ; . 

■ $ • • . 


, M With only a few exceptions, recent reports suggest 
a continued willingness on the part of the popu¬ 
lace to abide by Hanoi's policy on the war. Evi¬ 
dence of determination to persist in support of 
the war effort continues to be as plentiful in 
these reports as in the past.The current popular 
mood might best be characterized, in fact, as one 
of resolute stoicism with a considerable reser¬ 
voir of endurance still untapped. M 
CIA Memorandum, May 1967 
G.E. Vol. IV, p. 168 

,r While bombing might reduce somewhat the level 
of support for the VC and give the GVN a res¬ 
pite, there was very little likelihood that it 
would break the will of Hanoi. The estimate was 
that Hanoi was confident of greater staying power 
than the U.S. in a contest of attrition." 

* G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 114 




DECEPTION, PUBLIC RELATIONS AND IMAGE MAKING 




The Pentagon Papers describe the decision-making process of the 
few men in power in the U.S. government. Policies are decided in 
secret and then kept secret from the American people. The govern¬ 
ment considers the American people its enemy and therefore treats 
them as a foreign power which must not be allowed access to the 
secret decision-making process. A continual public relations cam¬ 
paign must be carried on to deceive the people about the war--to 
sell the war to them. The American press has been a boon to the 
i government in this job, beginning in the early 1950*s, when the 
French were giving a realistic analysis: 






"Till and Peg Durdin of the N.Y. Times, Hank 
Lieberman of the N.Y. Times, Homer Bigart of 
the N.Y. Herald-Tribune, John Mecklin of Life- 
Time, and John Roderick of Associated Press, 
have been warm friends of SMM and worked hard 
to penetrate the fabric of French propaganda 
• /I*: v . A and give the U.S. an objective account of 
; ^ }/ . events in Vietnam. The group met with us at 

.* . » times to analyze objectives and motives of 

propaganda known to them, meeting at their own 
t request as U1S. citizens. These mature and 
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responsible news correspondents performed a valuable 
service for their country .... M 


Lansdale Team ! s Report on Covert Saigon 


Military Mission in 1954 and 1955. 
G.E. Vol. I, p. 581 


The war had to be given an acceptable image, 


"The committee*s papers, for instance, sought 
to popularize military civic action programs 
arid to link them to politically acceptable 
precedents--such as the U.S. Army*s role in the 
development of the American West." 

Draper Committee, 1958-59. 

G.E. Vol. II, p. 435 


A glance at the Question and Answer booklet on Vietnam points out 
some of the difficulties in ‘selling* the war. 


"THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 


CONFIDENTIAL 
MEMORANDUM TO: 


Mr. Robert Manning 


Subject: 


Possible problems in the current 
form of the Q and A booklet on Vietnam 


Yesterday when we agreed to hold up this booklet, 
I undertook to let you know what parts of it 
might give us trouble as of now. Obviously, 
as the situation shifts the problem changes, but 
the following items occurred to me in a careful 
reading two days ago: 


lA 


1. On page 4 in the last paragraph we use some ad¬ 
verbs about the new government that are a little 
hard to justify this week. 

2. On page 9 we describe the military situation 
as * stabilized *, which seems optimistic. 

On page 10 the discussion of VC military activi¬ 
ties seems a trifle dated, and the estimate of the 
improvement of government forces optimistic. 

3. On pages 19-21, questions 21, 22, and 23 might 
be outdated by decisions in coming weeks. There 
is no certainty about this, but I doubt if we 
wish to be pinned to a course from which we might 
wish to shift. 

4. On page 22, I doubt if it is enough to call the 
M-l rifle *adequate*. 


/ 





Mmm 

ilill 






















26 


5. On page 24, I think the Gulf of Tonkin action 
should not be quite so sharply separated from possi¬ 
ble future operations. 1 would correct the paragraph 
by including the possibility of retaliation and 
counteraction against maritime infiltration, without 
giving the implication that any such force is defi¬ 
nitely agreed on now. 

6. In a similar way, on page 25, I think we ought 
to leave the door a little more open to appropriate 
action against the north, but a very marginal change 
would satisfy me." 

McGeorge Bundy, 9/4/64 

G.E. Vol.III, pp. 559-560 


During election years, the task of running the war became a bit 
more difficult since the public's possible reactions had to be 
taken into account. 


"What prevented action for the time being was 
a set of tactical considerations. The President 
was in the midst of an election campaign in 
which he was presenting himself as the candi¬ 
date of reason and restraint as opposed to the 
quixotic Barry Goldwater." 

G.E. Vol. Ill, p. Ill 1 


At least one policy maker worried about how to explain the military 
actions, particularly the raids on North Vietnam, to the American 
people. 


"...it will be necessary to divest MAROPS (Maritime 
Operations) of their present covert character and, 
sooner or later, the USG will be obliged to explain 
its actions to its own people." 

G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 680 


Then, there was also the task of re-education in case the government 
decided to change its policies on the war. 


"THE TASK OF RE-EDUCATION 


'1 


It should by now be apparent that we have 
to a large extent created our own predicament. 
In our determination to rally support, we have 
tended to give the South Vietnamese struggle 
an exaggerated and symbolic significance. (Mea 
culpa, since I personally participated in this 
effort). 
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The problem for us now--if we determine not 
to broaden and deepen our commitments--is to 
re-educate the American people and our friends 
and allies that: 

a) The phasing out of American power in 
South Vietnam should not be regarded as a rnaj.vt; 
defeat--either military or political--but a 
tactical redeployment to more favorable terrain 
in the overall cold war struggle; 

b) The loss of South Vietnam does not mean 
the'loss of all of Southeast Asi^ to the Communist 
power.. . . 

i ■ 1 

\ 

d) The Viet Cong--while supported and guided 
from the North--is largely an indigenous movement. 

Although we have emphasized its cold war aspects, 
the conflict in South Vietnam is essentially a 
civil war within that country; 

e) Our commitment .to the South Vietnamese 
people is of a wholly different order from our 
major commitments elsewhere--to Berlin, to 
NATO, to South Korea etc. We ourselves have in¬ 
sisted the curtailment of our activities in South 
Vietnam would cast doubt on our fidelity to the 
other commitments. Now we must begin a process 
of differentiation being founded on fact and law. 

We have never had a treaty commitment obligating 
us to the South Vietnamese people or to a South 
Vietnamese government. Our only treaty commit¬ 
ment in that area is to our SEATO partners, and 
they have--without exception--viewed the,situation 
in South Vietnam as not calling a treaty into play. 

To be sure, we did make a promise to the South 
Vietnamese people. But that promise is conditioned 
on their own performance, and they have not per¬ 
formed . n 

Under-Secretary of State George Ball, 6/29/65 
G.E. Vol. IV, p. 609 

It was not only the American people who had to be 'educated’ 
about the war, but also the whole world. And the government had to 
be careful about world opinion. First, Southeast Asia itself had 
to be convinced there was a problem. 


v 




"(2) Extraordinary and unilateral, as well as 
I multi-national efforts should be undertaken 
1 to give vitality in Southeast Asia to the con¬ 
cept that Communist imperialism is a transcerid- 
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ing threat to each of the Southeast Asian states. 
These efforts should be so undertaken as to 
appear through local initiative rather than as 
a result of U.S. or U.K., or French instigation." 
Special Committee (of the National Security 
Council) Report on Southeast Asia, 4/5/54 
G.E. VoU I, p. 475’ 


Additionally, the policy-makers had to try. to contrive that the South 
Vietnamese.government look good to its. own people. 


"Assist the GVN in developing a National Psy¬ 
chological Operations Plan ...to establish 
the GVN and Khanh's 'images', create a 'cause 
which can serve as a rallying point for the 
youth/students of Vietnam, and develop the 
long term national objectives of a free Vietnam." 

G.E. Vol. Ill, p. 45 


"...I see this war as a race between, on 
the one hand, the development of a viable 
South Vietnam and, on the other, a gradual 
loss in public support, or even tolerance, 
for the war....We must work on both problems 
together: slow the loss in public support; and 
speed the development of South Vietnam. Our 
horse must cross the finish first." 

Alain Enthoven, Assistant Secretary of 

Defense, G.E. Vol. IV, pp. 463-464 
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As the war dragged on without a U.S. victory in sight, the U.S. gov¬ 
ernment began to see the situation as a race between loss in public 
(and world) support and somehow creating a viable South Vietnam. 

The point up to which the government would not go to bring about 
this creation was mobilization of reserves. 


"When the President and the Secretary of Defense 
as well as other Congressional leaders and poli¬ 
tically attuned decision makers in the government 
began to search for the illusive point at which 
the costs of Vietnam would become inordinate, 
they always settled upon the mobilization line, 
the point at which Reserves and large units 
would have to be called up to support a war which 
was becoming increasingly distastful and intol¬ 
erable to the American public. Domestic resource 
constraints with all of their political and social 
repercussions,.not strategic or tactical military 
considerations in Vietnam, were to dictate Ameri¬ 
can war policy from that time on 
G.E. Vol. IV, pp. 527-528 











"Now--with the bombing programs having become 
commonplace and with the failure of the situation 
to improve--morale in South Vietnam is not discern- 
ibly better than it was before the-bombing program 
began. 


The program has generated a new school of criticism 
among liberals and 'peace* groups, whose activities 
have been reflected especially in teach-ins and 
newspaper criticisms. v 

The price paid for improving our image as a 
guarantor has been damage to our image as a 
country which eschews armed attacks on other 
nations. . . . The objection to our 'warlike 1 
image and the approval of our fulfilling our com¬ 
mitments competes in the minds of many nations 
(and individuals) in the world, producing a schiz¬ 
ophrenia." 

Secretary of Defense McNamara, 7/30/65 

G.E. Vol.III, pp. 387-388 

11 - 

•'If we are to stay, we must have the backing of 
the U.S. electorate. As we divert resources 
from other national goals, as U.S. lives are lost, 
and as the electorate sees nothing but endless 
escalation for the future, an increasing fraction 
will become discouraged. If this keeps on in the 
future as it has in the past, we will have to leave 
SEA before stability is achieved, losing all that 
we have invested up to that point, and foregoing 
the general stability of the world which was es¬ 
tablished As a result of the Korean War...." 

Alain Enthoven, Assistant Secretary of Defense 
G. E. Vol. IV, p. 457 

"The primary costs are of course U.S. lives: the 
air campaign against heavily defended areas cost 
us one pilot in every 40 sorties. In addition, 
an important but hard to measure cost is domestic 
and world opinion: There may be a limit beyond 
which many Americans and much of .the world will 
not permit the United States to go. The picture 
of the world's greatest super-power killing or 
seriously injuring 1000 non-combatants a week, 
while trying to pound a tiny backward nation into 
submission on an issue whose merits are hotly 
disputed, is not a pretty one. It could conceiv¬ 
ably produce a costly distortion in the American 
national consciousness and in the world image.of 
















th U.S.--especially if the damage to North Viet¬ 
nam is complete enough to be 'successful'". 

Secretary McNamara, 5/19/67 
G.E. Vol. IV, p. 172 

"It follows that escalation will not bring visible 
victory over Hanoi before the election. Therefore 
the election will have to be fought by the admin¬ 
istration on other grounds. I think those other 
grpunds are clear and important, and that they 
will be obscured if our policy is thought to be 
one of increasing--and ineffective--military pres¬ 
sure. 

If we assume that the war will still be going on 
in November, 1968,'and that Hanoi will not give 
us the pleasure of consenting to negotiations 
sometime before then what we must plan to offer 
as a defense of administration policy is not vic¬ 
tory over Hanoi, but growing success--and self- 
reliance--in the South." 

McGeorge Bundy memorandum to President Johnson, 

May, 1967 

G. E., Vol. IV, p. 159 

By the spring of 1968, Lyndon Johnson was inextricably tied to an 
increasingly unpopular war and was being successfully challenged in 
the primaries. 

"To the shock and consternation of official 
Washington, the President had defeated his 
upstart challenger, Eugene McCarthy, who had 
based his campaign on a halt in the bombing 
and an end to the war, by only the slenderest 
of margins.... The reaction across the country 
was electric. It was clear that Lyndon Johnson, 
the master politician, had been successfully 
challenged, not by an attractive and appealing 
alternative vote-getter, but by a candidate who 
had been able to mobilize and focus all the dis¬ 
content and disillusionment about the war. 

National politics in the election year 1968 would 
not be the same thereafter." 

. G.E. Vol. IV, p. 263 

This revolt on the part of the electorate indicated something had 
to ciange. The Senior Informal Advisory Group, or Wise Men as they 
were called,, met to decide what course the U.S. should take. 
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"Those present were Dean Acheson, Secretary of 
State under President Harry S. Truman; George 
W. Ball, Under Secretary of State in the Kennedy 
and Johnson Administrations, now in private 
business; General of the Army Omar N. Bradley, 

World War II special assistant for national security 
under Presidents Kennedy and Johnson, now presi¬ 
dent of the Ford Foundation; Arthur H. Dean, law¬ 
yer and negotiator of the armistice in Korea, and 
Douglas Dillon, banker. Under Secretary of State % 
under President Eisenhower and Secretary of the 
Treasury under Presidents Kennedy and Johnson." 

Bantam edition, p. 609 


Five days later, the President announced he would not run for re- 
election. The volatile divisions among the American people had to 
be defused. A President was expended along with the old strategy. 
Yet, as we were to see in the succeeding years, the war was not to 
end. 

It is important to realize that the Pentagon Papers do not con¬ 
tain secrets affecting 'national security* (U.S. bases, coles, etc.) 
as the prosection and indictment of Ellsberg and Russo allege. 

Rather, they contain embarrassing information damaging to the secur¬ 
ity of the government's power to deceive the people and continue 
the war. The Papers provide clear and undeniable evidence that 
those who govern in our name have conspired to keep secret the true 
nature of the war they are prosecuting. Why have successive U.S. 
administrations lied to the people? Is it because they have been 
afraid that the American people would not have allowed the war to 
be carried on if they had known U.S. involvement in Vietnam is 
not intended to help the Vietnamese gain freedom, but instead is 
aimed at destroying an indigenous nationalist movement because it 
threatens U.S. influence and control over the country and its people? 
Have they been afraid that the American people would have demanded 
an end to it if they had known the policy is to sustain the U.S.- 
controlled South Vietnamese governments no matter how corrupt these 
governments might become or what the costs are in human lives? Have 
those in power been apprehensive that they would be removed from 
their governing positions once the American people realize that 
the government's policy has been to pursue a military victory in 
Vietnam (rejecting even a neutral state) which is impossible to gain 
except by committing genocide against all the Vietnamese? 


The Pentagon Papers should prepare us to understand the under¬ 
lying patterns of rule from the beginnings of the Cold War to the 
Nixoi Doctrine of 1969-1972.Four years after the writing of the 
Pentagon Papers,one year after their release,the Vietnam war goes 
on.Fifty thousand Americans have been killed,more than 500,000 
Vietnamese in South Vietnam alone,while eight million tons of 
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bombs have fallen on the population and lands of Indochina (four times 
the total tonnage used by the U.S. in World War II).Once again the 
Presid mt speaks of "secret plans’ * 1 for peace and attempts to obscure 
the war as an election campaign begins. 

i 

But there is a difference this time. Never since the beginning' 
of the Cold War has a "war against communism" been so unpopular 
that the Administration has been forced to claim it is "winding 
down." The release of the Papers has not only widened the 
existing "credibility gap" but has by example encouraged further 
acts of civil disobedience against secrecy--some of which bears 
directly on.present Nixon policies. A new document has been 
leaked which can be described as the "F.issenger Papers" of the 
Nixon Administration. 

This classified document is called National Security Study Mem¬ 
orandum No. 1 (NSSM-1) and was released by Jack Anderson in April, 

1972. It contains a survey of Administration thinking about Viet¬ 
nam as Nixon took office in 1969. It was organized by Henry Kissin¬ 
ger and formulated by Daniel Ellsberg as a series of questions to 
each government agency (Joint Chiefs, CIA, State Department, etc) 
about their estimates of the Indochina situation. As Dan recounts 
the story in Papers on the War , Kissinger said the study's purpose 
was to lay all "options" before the President. But then the option 
of deliberate U.S. withdrawal was eliminated by Kissinger. The 
finished study contains even further proof of the lie that the 
war is winding down: there is general agreement in the study on 
the following: 

1. "...it is not certain that the GVN and other non ¬ 
communist groups will be able to survive a peaceful 
competition with the NLF for political power in 

South Vietnam." 

2. "Both the majority and the dissenters reject the view 
that an unfavorable settlement in Vietnam will inevi¬ 
tably be followed by Communist takeovers outside 
Indochina." 

3. "All agencies agree that RVNAF could not, either 
now or even when fully modernized, handle both the VC 

and a sizeable level of NVA forces without U.S. 

combat support in the form of air, helicopters , 

artillery, logistics and some ground forces 

4 r * "(The most optimistic view of pacification) implies 
t that it will take 8.3 years to pacify the 4.15 
, million contested and VC population of December, 

» 1968; ... (the more pessimistic view) implies 
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pacification success in 13.4 years ." (NSSM-1) 


this astounding document implies is that Nixon has known 
since taking office that every single one of his pronouncements 
about: "winding down" the war, Vietnamization, pacification, the 
legitimacy of the Saigon government and the reasons for our con¬ 
tinued defense of it has been in absolute contradiction to the 


private understanding of his own administration . 


Of course, we don't really need the secret papers of the 
Nixon Administration to realize he is continuing the war with 
the very logic and arguments that the"Pentagon Papers refute. 


In his Administration Nixon has expanded the war to Laos and 
Cambodia, and now mined Haiphong to cut off supplies; he has 
bombed Laos and Vietnam incessantly to break the will of the other 
side and defended the Saigon dictatorship as stable and improving-- 
all claims which a reader of the Pentagon Papers will have no 
problem in refuting as lies/ 


Nixon's negotiating position at the Paris Peace talks is simply 
a continuation of the policies of past administrations which re¬ 
fused to even consider a "neutral" Vietnam and fought to deny the 
South Vietnamese self-determination. By referring to a coalition 
government in the South which would include representatives of the 
National Liberation Front as a "communist takeover," Nixon is try¬ 
ing to manufacture an excuse to avoid peace negotiations based on 
a regard for Vietnamese self-determination. 


Nixon's military policies are an extension of the strategies 
described in the Pentagon Papers. NSSM-1 reveals the rationale for 
the current bombing of the dikes and cities of North Vietnam and 
the mining of Haiphong Harbor. According to the State Department, 
there is room for "considerable disagreement" on the subject of the 
definition of "war-essential imports," but in the case of North 
Vietnam, this category "should include most of the economic aid 
provided by the Soviets and Chinese, as well as nearly all of 
their purely military aid." The reason for this is that: 


"Food imports constitute a growing percentage 
of total imports, in 1968 replacing general 
cargo as the single largest category of im¬ 
ports.... The importance of food imports can 
hardly be overestimated; even with them North 
Vietnam has been forced to strictly ration food 
stuffs... and progressively to reduce the com¬ 
position of the rice ration so that at present 
it consists of 60% of rice substitutes. (In 
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( other words)economic aid has been essential 
in keeping North Vietnam afloat."(NSSM-1) 

The’State Department strategists understand that when "the 
will" of the Vietnamese is the "real target", tactics intended 
to create widespread starvation are acceptable.Nixon's policy 
is to attack the very fabric of life in North Vietnam.Bombing 
the dikes threatens the domestic production of rice while mining 
the harbors is aimed at preventing importation of food: 

"(It is estimated that 85% of the total aid 
to Hanoi arrives by sea,i.e. through Haiphong. 

Almost all of this is economic aid,since military 
supplies are generally believed to come overland 
from China.)" (NSSM-1) 


Rather than cutting off military supplies to the South,the inten¬ 
tion of th e present administration is to force the Vietnamese to 
accept U.S.terms at the conference table by threatening them with 
widespread starvation.As the Pentagon Papers have shown,this 
tactic was suggested early in 1966 by John T. McNaughton. 

The Nixon Doctrine has created confusion,as during the Haiphong 
crisis when a majority temporarily defended the President's action 
(but that majority would not have existed if the Pentagon Papers 
judgement of the ineffectiveness of the mining was widely known). 

But the Doctrine has failed completely to deter the growth of 
general discontent with the war.Three months after the New York 
Times piblished the Papers ,in the fall of 1971,the Gallup and 
Harris polls showed that 73% favored withdrawl "even at the risk 
of Red takeover." 

The struggle against the Nixon Administration and those who 
plan th e Vietnam war and others like it will be long and hard. 

Many tactics,many methods will have to be attempted,perhaps for many 
years.But if there is any chance of at least terminating the war 
in Vietnam--and there certainly is in this election year— 
we will owe a great deal to those who helped give us some truth, 

Dan and Tony.The least we owe to them,to the Vietnamese,and to 
ourselves,is to continue in their spirit of resistance. 


*G.E.<prefers to the Gravel Edition of the Pentagon Papers. 

! 

I • 


*r - '. > 


T * r'*’ fj*: ; * *\ 



















Suggestions for Further Reading 


The Pentagon Papers , Bantam Edition 

The Pentagon Papers , Gravel Edition, Beacon Press 

Ellsberg Talks, Look Magazine , October 5, 1971, pp.31-42 

Inside the Rand Corporation, Ramparts , A. Russo, April, 1972 

The Papers Papers, Esquire , May, 1972, Unger, Sanford 

Washington Plans an Aggressive Var , Stavins, R., Barnet, R. 
and Raskin, M., Random House 

The Roots of American Foreign Policy , Kolko, Gabriel 

Vietnam Will Win , Burchet, Wilfred 

The Indochina Story , Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars 

i 

The Love of Possession is a Disease with Them , Tom Hayden 
Voices from the Plain of Jars, Fred Branfman 


Papers on the War , Daniel Ellsberg, Simon and Schuster 




































THE INDOCHINA PEACE CAMPAIGN 


The Indochina Peace Campaign is an independant education 
program designed to present to the American public the facts 
about the Nixon Administration's policies in Indochina.The 


facts contradict the Administration's claim that the war 


is "winding down'.' Nixon has consistently manipulated,misled 
and misinformed the American people about the war.Recog¬ 
nizing that the Indochinese are not the enemies of Americans 
but a people long kepf'facelessV we need to understand 
their culture,history,and long heritage of resistance 
against foreign aggression in order to understand the 
nature of the U.S. intervention.We must uncover the perverse 
goals of Nixon's Vietnamization plan and realize that 
the withdrawl of American ground troops is not the same 
as ending the war.The number of bombers increase,air strikes 
multiply,and more Indochinese are killed.During this elec- v 
tion period it is crucial that the American people break 
through the false claims and distortions that the Admin¬ 
istration is using to cloud the reality of the war. 

The Indochina Peace Campaign is focusing in the. weeks 
preceeding the election,on seven staes where state-wide 
organizations have been formed to conduct intensive cam¬ 
paigns to explain the explain the war to as many people 
as possible.Through a nationally visible education tour 
by Jane Fonda,Tom Hayden,holly Near and Goerge Smith; 
a special speakers bureau through which Donald Sutherland, 
Vietnamese students,Vietnam Veterans,Dan Ellsberg,Tony Russo 
and others are available;slide shows,films.graphic exhibits 
and educational resources,we hope to reach American people 
with our message: support for the Indochinese people's 
right to self-determination. 


For more information contact IPC -at any of the offices 
listed: 

212-255- 

Room 523,156 Fifth Ave. New York,New York 10010 0726 

Box 24C51,Los Angeles,California 90024 213-477-0968 
542 So. Dearborn St. Chicago,Illinois 60605 312-922-6578 
13100 Woodward,Highland Park,Michigan 48203 313-869-6775 
924 Burnet Ave.' Syracuse,N.Y. 13203 315-472-5478 
82 E. 16th Ave. Columbus,Ohio 43201 614-299-2458 
Box ’4 74 3 Pittsburgh,Pa. 15206 412-521-1972,441-4466 
1004JN.Third St. Harrisburg,Pa. 717-233-3072,233-1647 


6224jBaynton St. Phila. Pa. 215-842-3748 
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Th« Pentagon Papers cover the history of decision-making 
in the war through the Johnson Administration.(May'68) 

* Since Dan Ellsberg and Tony Russo released the Pentagon 
Papers,the equivelent of more than a Hiroshima bomb a week 
have fallen on Indochina.By indicting Dan and Tony,the 
• Nixon Administration is indicting itself by continuing 
to hide from the American people the reality of the policy 
that is conducted in their names. 


THE WAR IS NOT WINDING DOWN 


Johnson Administration 


Nixon Administration 


4,624,000 Indochinese civilians 4,147,000 civilians 


killed,wounded,or made homeless. under Johnson 
1,489,240 soldiers killed on , 1,333,215 soldiers 


killed 


all sides 


35,350 Americans killed 
191,000 Americans 
wounded 


20,327 Americans killed 
111,000 Americans wounded 
500 captured or missing 


2,255 ARVN killed per 


* 7,700 ARVN soldiers killed 
per month 


month 


38,739 South Vietnamese killed 2,225 South Vietnamese 


without trial under the Operation killed without trial 
Pheonix program 


3.2 million tons of 
bombs 


4 million tons of bombs dropped 
accross Indochina 


The above statistics are based on figures from the Pentagon 1 
Information Office,Government Accounting Office,Saigon 
Ministry of Information,and the U.S.Senate Sub-Committee 
on Refugees.Casualty figures do not include civilian 
casualties.in North Vietnam. 
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ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 
SAC, BUFFALO (65-2971),(B) . ‘ 
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(00: Los Angeles) 


Re Bureau airtels to Albany, dated 3/16/72 and 8/31/72. 


Enclosed herewith for the Bureau and Los Angeles are 
seven (7) and five (5) copies respectively of a LHM captioned 
DANIEL ELLSBERG. * Also enclosed for the Bureau are four (4) 
newspaper clippings relating to appearance made by ELLSBERG 
in Buffalo, New York on 10/16/72 which are self-explanatory. 
Above clippings enclosed to conform with Bureau instructions 
set out in referenced airtel dated 3/16/72. 


This LHM is not classified since there is no apparent 
reason for that course of action. 


r* c 


No recordings were made of ELLSuEKG's speeches in 
buffalo, New York inasmuch as he spoke at educational institutions 
and full security could not be assured. No known recordings 
of his speeches were made by available established sources. 


No demonstrations occurred nor were there any unusual 
incidents or arrests made by local authorities in connection / / 

with his appearances. ^ 'JtEC’75 L? ^ 6 

Established sources' furnished no data s uggesting what 
his future travel itinerary would be on departing Burfalo, 
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v ^Vr-f ■ r upon receipt of information indicating ELLSBERG would 

- appear in Buffalo, New York, logical informants and established 
sources were targeted to provide relevant positive information 
and data contained in this LHM represents the information of 
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U1...ED STATES DEPARTMENT 0I ; . JSTICE 


In Reply, Please Rejer to 
File A a. I 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Buffalo, New York 
October 25, 1972 


DANIEL ELLSBERG 



_a request 

:ly been received by State university of New York 
at Buffalo (SUNYAB) from the office of Student Rights and 
Speakers Bureau of the Student Association at SUNYAB for 
facilities to be used in connection with the tenta^^^^ 
of DANIEL ELLSBERG on October 16, 1972 | 

Ithe sponsorship of ELLSBERG as a speaker would oe 



Ty authorized activity of the Student Association. 



Student Association with partial support ol tne (Jraciusi 
Student Association at SUNYAB was sponsoring a public affairs 
symposium called "Problems and Awareness 1972 - 1973," also 
called "October Fcst," which would feature DANIEL ELLSBERG 
as a guest speaker in the Fillmore Room, SUNYAB, at 8:00 PH 
on October 16, 1972. Source One stated on October 10, 1972 
he was not aware of the subject matter ELLSBERG would talk 
about. 



spoke in the Kecreacion center at trie Community College, 
Amherst, New York for approximately one half hour commencing 
at 1:00 PM on October 16, 1972 under sponsorship of the 
Convocation Council of Student Government at Erie Community 
College. 



_, approximately 1,200 students and 

faculty'Tn5TT55 , rs listened to ELLSBERG speak and during his 
talk he said that the people's First Amendment rights will be 
in jeopardy if the NIXON administration is re-elected. 

ELLSBERG also indicated in his speech that if he is convicted 
on espionage charges pending against him the current administra¬ 
tion will in effect have made a new* lav;. He also warned that 
newsmen and persons who supply information to them would 
then be subjected to prosecution each time some part of 
government activity the executive branch wanted kept secret 
was publicized. ELLSBERG also stated that the United States 
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DANIEL ELLSBERG 


Government's action last year in halting publication of the 
Pentagon Papers documents that described the actions and 
policies that generated the Vietnam war was actually a 
success. 


j ELLSBERG brushed over the 
Pentagon Papers lightly^urjui^his speech and a 15 minute 
question and answer period was reportedly held by ELLSBERG in 
the Recreation Center after ELLSBERG completed his formal 
presentation. Source Two said ELLSBERG reportedly received 
a fee of $1,000.00 from the Student Govern nt at Erie Community 
College for appearing on Octobet 16, 1972. 



__ _ _ ELLSBERG 

spoke for approximately 45 minutes commencing~at about 2:45 PM 
on October 16, 1972 in the Social Hall at._StaLe University 
College at Buffalo (SUCAB) .^^^S£mm|^^^BELLSBERG' s 
appearance at SUCAB w T as spo^^^re^ii^^^n^^Convocation Board 
of the Student Government at SUCAB and between 
;t. iidpnt and faculty members listened to him speak^^^^QpH 
ikELLSBERG reportedly received $1,500.00 from the 
-udent Government at SUCAB for his appearance on October 16, 
1972. 


_^^^^^LLSBERG told the audience 

in the Social hail TAkt Prescient RICHARD M. NIXON's conduct 
of the Vietnam war and attempted suppression of the Pentagon 
Papers was unfortunate. ELLSBERG described the Pentagon Papers 
as being a part of history and stated that he did not release 
the Pentagon Papers in the confidence that one act would end the 
war but just because it was necessary since that history had 
been hidden and perverted. 


ELLSBERG said that the unprecedented enjoinment 
of the"New York Times" and "Washington Post" from publication 
of the Pentagon Papers indicated that the papers were dangerous 
to the current administration which is unable to live with 
documentary evidence that it is telling lies to the American 
people. ELLSBERG said he is aware that the majority of the 
American people have not read the Pentagon Papers and therefore 
are not cognizant of its contents. 


- ’ ELLSBERG said that the Vietnam war will not end 

until such time as the American public becomes aware of the 
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DANIEL ELLSBERG 


United States Government's responsibility for prolonging 
the war. 

In his speech ELLSBERG urged his listening audience 
to vote for peace by voting for Senator GEORGE MC GOVERN for 
president in the upcoming presidential election. 




Octob; 

"DANIEL ELLSBERG spoke berore approximately 1,000 students 
and faculty members in the Fillmore Room, SUNYAB, which vzas 
sponsored by the Student Association and Graduate Student 
Association, SITNYAB. 

_ ~ [ ELLSBERG talked for approximately 

30 minutes commenc^ig at about 8:25 PM, October IS, 1972 
and reportedly received $2,500.00 from the sponsoring groups 
to make the appearance. 

ELLSBERG during his speech outlined 
part of .lean involvement in Vietnam as 

revealed in the Pentagon Papers. He stated tiie Pentagon Papers 
indicated the American Government has been postponing failure 
in its Vietnam policy. 

ELLSBERG called for protection of members of the 
South Vietnamese Government through sanctuary or diplomatic 
measures, however, not through continu^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
involvement in the Vietnam conflict.4| 

ELLSBERG also indicated he viewed onO^neraajoreiTectsof 
the disclosure of the Pentagon Papers as an increased effort 
to falsify records as in the case of unauthorized bombing 
raids by United States planes in Indo-China. 


Tilic docn eat contains neither 
recomacntiations nor conclusions of 
tha F£I. It is the property of 
the JFi'I and is loaned to you: i .e.icy; 

1 c iu.G ltj w v .tt wlittj Ll’G Do t w* ui 

distributed cu.,iue y our „•/ nor 
duplicated within your _/. 


3 






_? ~ 'A* 







































TD-350 (Rnv. 7-16-63) 




(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 


ElTsEerg Voices FeafS“ 
Of a Nixon Re-election 


Daniel Ellsberg, the man who 
released the Pentagon Papers 
to the press and public, today 
asserted that the people’s First 
Amendment rights will be in 
jeopardy if the Nixon admin¬ 
istration is re-elected. 

Ellsberg, the 41-year-old for¬ 
mer Pentagon researcher, 
voiced this fear before more 
than 1000 students of Erie Com¬ 
munity College at a special 
convocation. 

^Ellsberg is making four ap¬ 
pearances today and tomor¬ 
row before Buffalo audiences 
to spread his views on the 
curtailment o f information 
about the Vietnam war by the 
Nixon and Johnson admini¬ 
strations. 

• • • 

NOW INDICTED on 15 
counts under the Espionage 
Act, Ellsberg said that there 
had been no prior criminal 
cases for leaking information 
to the public because there is 
no law against it. 

“If I am convicted, the ad¬ 
ministration in effect will have 
made new law,** he said. Ells¬ 
berg warned that newsmen and 
persons who supply information 
to them then would be subject¬ 
ed to prosecution each time 
some part of government activ¬ 
ity that the executive wanted 
kept secret was publicized. 

Mr. Ellsberg said that the 
govern mi nt’s action Jast, yeax 


in halting the publication of the 
Pentagon Papers — the doc¬ 
uments that prescribed the ac¬ 
tions and policies that gener¬ 
ated the Vietnam war — was 
really a government success. 

Ellsberg ‘declared that the 
“lying by the past tw r o admin¬ 
istrations was a tribute to our 
country,” because the country 
wouldn’t stand for it. 


“THE PRESIDENTS felt that 
they had to lie to the country 
to continue this endless war. 
They felt it was better than 
revealing the deaths, the costs 
and the number of men who 
had to die." 

Ellsberg, a slender man who 
had arisen from a sick bed 
to keep his Buffalo engage¬ 
ments, was given a modestly 
warm reception by the srta- 
dents. 

Richard C. Warner, 26, th i 
Vietnam war veteran who 
heads the Student Council, 
said that the campus mood 
favored Ellsberg’s viewpoint. 

Earlier in a press conference 
Ellsberg was asked if he re¬ 
gretted leaking the Pentagon 
. Papers. “I regret I didn’t do it 
earlier,” he responded. “How 
can one regret telling the 
truth.” 

Ellsberg said that he de¬ 
tected a mood of frustration 
and hopelessness throughout 
the nation. “They have turned 
away from political action be¬ 
cause they feel that they real¬ 
ly have no control any more. 
Democracy already has gone 
aw r av. This is not good for the 
country.” 


ELLSBERG declared that 
he had no doubt that Sen. 
George S. McGovern will end 
the war. 

And he warned that a land¬ 
slide victory by President Nix¬ 
on, a likely prospect, would 
make the voters accomplices 
of an administration that seeks 
to curtail freedom of speech. 

Ellsberg speaks this after¬ 
noon at Buffalo State University 
College and the Unitarian Uni- 
versalist Church of Buffalo and 
..tomorrow morning at the State 
^Jwv^nS^RStuffalo ^ the ggep - 
^jrlriai Droogm-him nerel 
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ELLSBERG ON CAMPUS-Daniel Ellsberg, left, who won national attention with 
disclosures of the Pentagon Papers, discusses his situation with three Erie Com¬ 
munity College students, Richard Warner, president of the student go vernmen t, 
p P ynnlds_ and. at right, Nancy Grant. - 
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Transmit the, iollowin- -- 
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(priority ) 





ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 
(Attention: DID) 

SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (65-6076)(P) 


) ) 

SUBJECT: MC LEK 

SIO 
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Re San Francisco nitel, dated 10/18/72. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are five (5) copies, for 
Boston, Los Angeles and New Yori^J^fl-L2J copies each, of an 
LHM entitled a1so enclosed for 

i' ew York for -information ourDOses are two photoqraphs of 

1 Date of photograph unknown but 

s' of gooa i'lkeness. 

It is to be noted that in i^ferenced nitel, San . 
Francisco advised that interview by Bureau^Agents ^ 

be interviewed by th^^^would waive 
his right to have an p resent. associate 

of the a-i linrJ MMaBa v’as advised of FBI intended 
interview but diT^iotyattend scheduled interview. 

27> 

- Bureau (Enel. 5)‘ (RM) ST 

2 - Boston (Enel. 2)(RM) DTA * 7 r 

2 - Los Angeles (Enel. 2) (RM) /, \ 

2 - New York (Enel. 4) (RM‘ ^ 

6 - San Francisco/ ***&/&/4/?6-'s2>/7 / £cjiz' 

(2 - 65-6 076) "'J— 

(2 - 65-6108)^2^2-^^ 

(1 - 87-33529 ^ . 

(1 - 88-13249 

SMB/erv 9 //-3~7p (VP,,> 

(14) 


^0 
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Ar r roved 


97 N 0 V 8 1372 


Sent __ 


Agent in Charge 



srivc. orMU •' ’’ -4' •• 
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SF 65-6076 
SMB/crv 


The attached l j_ 
to topi cs discussed 

garding__ 

does not" pertain to trie 
demeanor o 


_is composed of an FD-302 relative 
A^h< 

ELLSBER^cas^^itdoes reflect on the 


Information furnished re9HB^H^H^IH was a ^ s ° 
placed on FD-302 and being handled under separate cover and 
appropriate caption. 

It should also be noted tl^JP£*f|^|||^is not noted 
for telling the t ruth. In addition^^Bajas advised that it 
is her belief thattti UlBWM needs psychiatric help and is 
fabr icating the all^c^norder to avoid a prison sentence. 

Lso advised that extradition proceedings against 
[may be completed within several weeks. 

iew York is being furnished with LHM and photograph 
of^^Qffl^^^^in the event investigation is requested of that 
division. 

San Francisco undercover is forwarding appropriate 
number of copies of FD-302 to the following offices for infor¬ 
mation purposes: 





UACB, SanFrancisc^ontemplates no further inves¬ 
tigation regarding fcPB lll gpfSS alleged connection with and 
possession of the Pentagon ^aper^a^^^s time as it is the 
belief of San Francisco that^^p^gggl^^ a negations were 
led to alleviate his participation in the killing of 
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FF.I>F.RAI, HUKKAU OF INVESTIGATION 
San Francisco, California 
October 30, 1972 



On October 25 
the specific request o 
Alameda County Jail, 12 
California. 



at the 
"Streets, Oakland, 


I 


% 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency nor duplicated within your agency. 


t " *} 

U 





7'7*=’V’ r : 














r&302' , <‘V 1 '-- 7 - 7 ' M 


■ 


fedef bureau OF INVESTIGATION 


October TO, 1072 


Of * of Iron»crip»*on 


^^ — Jwas liw^r/i^’’ at the 
Alameda Countv Jail, 12 th and Oak Street, Oak la;. . California, 
He was advised of the identities of the interviewee aeents 
and the nature of the interview. He was then presented with 
a Waiver of Rights Form which he read, stated he understood 
and sianed. ^BH^BB^was then advised that the federal 
Bureau of (FBT) could make no orm^se; 

sultine from anv information he miqht furnish. - 

stated’ that he understood, then furnished the followinn 
in formation: 


wi th one 

! i S 


on 


1 



^ cFated during the serine pf 

i di no , 

*3 

. 






parents 1 none,] 
to attend his 
1971. 


Lh we dr. i no anni versa) 


On 'lav IP, 1971, 




foraonroxTnateTv einnt year 

ime at which time_ 

had known DANIEL EI,LB- 
several occa sions 
stated that 

inn the 



a friend^_ 

visited 1 ^ ears. 
informec^Mg|gjj®M®that he, 

HERO and ho^qon^To bed wi£i 
a homosexual relationshio. 

wanted to extort monev from -— 

threat of homosexual acti vi t^Tcrsto^^^nish hLLShERC s 
public i par.:. . 


1 ^^5 


7 


ihen statfcv" that he had never oc: nallv 

met DANIEW?LLSBERoT but that he himself had enaaneri i. 
homosexual activities and had at times been a oartnor -itr 



then stated that he and J^^^^^tri ed 
to finure out how t^xiord and that 

suooested tojflBHA thhou 1 to 

obtain somo Q f the ^nH^oT of 

the salability of the papers. to 



. „ fl K, pm It ,,, the property of the FM *nd i« lo«.n»>«l 

i )K document contain* neither recommcndntioni* nor conclusion* of «hv F • . 

.ur agency. U und »t* content* are not lo be distributed outside yo»T mtency. . -;»••>* *l<v ^ 
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contact him in Cali fornia if he war, able to not any of the 
paners. fl|H^H|HBthen returned to California on May 10, 
1071. 

On or about June 10 
at his re fujcnroat I 

and tolddHm^Tthat he had manaoed to net 
™d or no papers from ELLSPEP^^m^hat these 
papers had never been publishedBmH^||^stated he 
could not remember exactly how many nape™ there were, 
but ouessed 102 or 103. 




; tatod 




iptbeforc return ina tc 
l he told nosscssion 

of the lO^pntaaoj^aoors. He stated! 
who he had met athouse in San Francisco 
in either 1067 or 106 8, was a friend of his. 

►stated he flew back to Poston on 
June 20, 10 71, ~and then returned to his n^onts' house 

where either on June 10 71 , T8IKSSHM 

to the house and showed||^^^J^B^the naners. 
stated the naners were kept in an unmarked brown manila 
folder. He described the paoers as xeroxed conies of 
what appeared to be government records. The naners had 
the "usual ton secret-confidential tvne markinas on the 
cover sheets." He stated he did not remember from which 
oovernment agency the papers were desianated, but stated 
that of those panes that he read, the paoers covered 
bombing statistics, cost analysis, taroot selections, 
seasonal taraets and POW areas. He stated ho did not 
read all of the pages, but they appeared to be consecu¬ 
tive in nature. 

d^^Q^Hthen stated that in discussina wavs 
toobtain money for the sale of the papers, he and 
^decided it would be hard to sell the naners 
^^^^publisher due to the previous publishing of the 
Pentaaon Papers and the fact that they had obtained onlv 
100 pages. 
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stated it was his 
sell the oaoers to the Russians. His 
of three staoes.. The first staae was 
the Russians and show them five Danes 


idea to attemot to 
elan was to consist 
for him to contact 
and arranqe to sell 


them the IDO panes for $5,000. The second staae would 
consist of sellina the 100 panes to the Russians.and 
arranainq to sell the 3,900 ^^1^0 oaoes of 'the Penta- 
aon Paoers for $100 ,000. ®BBB®^ated that they did 
not have these remaininq 3,900 panes, hut that the - 
two Stacies would have (es tablished credibility for their 
possession. stated that the third staae, the 

exchange of 3,^00 for $ 100,000 would actually be a 
swindle and would probably necessitate the completion o 
such throuqh use of force. He stated it was agreed that 
a weapon would be necessary to carrv out the swindle. 

stated he purchased a snub-nose five- 
shot Snitii"an(Twesson usina his true name for approximately 
S120 from a store in Cambridae he believes was called 
Reeses. 

flpilpim stated it was about this timg. 
called California advisinn 

had obtained the 100 panes and that he _ 

noina to th e Russ ian Consdatojn Hew York to arrange 
sale. ^■■■i^state(«B^^H|^xpressed anreement 
with tt^^W™!at it woulcHie^^ood wav to "ncre« the 
Russians for the way the views were beinn treated in Russia. 

^^^^^^^^Jthen stated that he took an Eastern 
Airlines shuttl^nTaht to La Cuardia Aimort, Hew York, 
sometime between June 24, 1971, and June 30, 1 71, an 
then on to the area of the Russian Consulate bv taxi. 

He stated the Russian Consulate was on the r ast si e o 
Mew York City somewhere between 60th and 80th Btroe s. 

______ stated he arrived at the Russian 

Consulate at approximately 2:00 P.m., and he remembers that 
at the time there were policemen and baracados in the area 
due to problems with the Jewish Defense Leaaue. Upon 
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entering the Russian Consulate was approached bv 

an individual whose nane ho does"not renenhcr, but to whom 
he stated that he had some stolen aovernment documents 
which he wanted to sell to them. He stated he was asked 
many questions regarding these papers to which he nave 
evasive answers. Finally, after gettina nowhere with 
his request to see an official, he stated the naoers were 
part of the Pentaaon Papers. It was after this disclosure 
that he was taken up a back stairwell to an office that 
overlooked the street and which had a padded door. 


Tt was in this room that he met a man who, from 
his anpearancc, seemed to have some "rank." He stated that 
he told this individual that a friend of his, whose father 
worked for the "Boston Globe", had xeroxed the Pentagon 
Papers and had supplied him with a copy. He stated that 
the individual did not seem to be too intere^^|^^^^^_ 
asked if he could xerox the five copies that^R^[^|^^^ 
had brouqht. ^JflHH^^stated it was not until he 
threatened to^q^^^^^^^^wa, Canada, to sell the papers 
to the Chinese that the Russian agreed to the purchase. 

»ted they actreed that in about a week 
or ten days^H^^^^^^< T ould deliver the 100 naaes at the 
Palace Court^^^za^lotel, Fifth Avenue and 59th street. 

New York City, in exchanoe for $5,000. 



the Russian, which 
total, he returned 
then on to his new 
where he_arrain met 



stated that following the 
lasted approximately three 
to Boston on t 
apart men 
with 

aereed"£o follow throunh 


meetinc 

or four 



with staao 


_stated that before retuminn to New 

York City, he went to the public library at Arlinaton, 
Massachusetts, where he xeroxed the 100 naaes. He stated 
he bouoht a $10 roll of dimes and made one copy of each 
oage. 

^ stated that approximately one week afte 
his first txi^^^n^rcturned to New York by Hastern shuttle. 
It was the same day that LOUIS ARMSTRONG was laid in state 
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at an armory on Park Avenue. He remembers seeinn the crowd 
and askina what was qoinq on. lie stated he went to the 
Plaza Hotel, cave a name to the maitre d' which he does 
not remember, ordered a drink and waited. In about a 
half an hour, a man approached, asked if he was so and so, 
name not remembered, and then joined him for lunch. 

Durino lunch, the nan looked over and paid 

BEAUCHAMP $2,500 in 25 $100 bi 1 Is told the 

man the aqrced price was $5 ,000. Tn^ria^^replied that it 
had been decided tha^^^l^j 2 aqes were onlv worth $2,500. 

The man then told^B^^that he would meet him at the 
Howard Johnson's Motor Lodge, Darien, Connecticut, in a 
few weeks, at which time he would pay $50,000 for the re¬ 
maining 3,900 pages. 


After the second mect^^^^KPpl^gyU returned to 
Arlington at which time he told^m^^ithat he had 
arrived in New York Citv late and '->as unabl<^^^c^^ con¬ 
tact with the Russians at the^^^^^Jotel. ^ d 

not ask for the napers back. to! d him he would 

trv to make contact with the Russians in a few weeks. 


of his (exac 
or Hawaii) bv 
the napers 
stated tha 
him carry ou 
goinc^^^^fik 




either San Francisco 


about 




had the 
money from 


then stated that he called a friend 
ocation 

the name telling, 

s plan for tne third staqe 

did not have the competence to help 
third stage of their nlai^^n^so he was 
to help him and leave ^mgj^^como^^lv 
stated that at the time he cal led 
gout and had recently received a larae sum 
his late father and was not too inclined to 


part in the scheme. 


stated he decided to sec^pp m 
person so he flew to California on^u^^^^^^^^July 20, 1971. 
He at the airport an< ^ driven 

new anartment ' n Berkeley. 

his chann^^^^^^^^^^^involvinc 
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California until August 4, 1071, hut was unable to persuade 
to comply with his proposal. 



On the evening of Auaust 5, 10 71, came 

to his apartment in Ar lington M assachusetts, "stoned on 
acid" and claimed that had xeroxed the Papers, 

met the Russians and had Hlfit -the money for himself. He 
state d there w as a violent, shoutina argument during 
whighBMM^^^w ent into th e kitchen and returned with a 
butch^TTmT. MBHBstatcd he had his briefcase 
containing his gun nearby sohegrabbodh^qun, warned 
:o s top then sho t ■■■■ not 1713:6 
contact wit.h 'ith the ther 

stumbled out of the apartment and down the stairs, 

stated he then called his mother, an ambulance anc 

^crT^the police. 

then asked what became of the 
second conv of the 100 pages which he claimed to possess. 

He replied that he would not disclose the whereabouts of 
these papers. He stated he wanted the FBI to intercede 
and qet all state and federal charges against him dis¬ 
missed, at which time he -jM^ce the xeroxed 100 panes 

It was anain explained that the phi is not in 

a position to promise anytSSH^^egardino the dismissal o 
state and federal charges. 


\ 



fcwas then asked v»hv it was that he was 
willing To' VSik To the FBI regarding this matter at this 
time. Ho replied that he thought the government would ^ 
want this information to be used in the trial in 

Los Angeles. He believed this information would destroy o 

the idealism of DAN IEL ELLSGER® as a political martyr who/3^.^.< 
has admitted to distributing secret document^^ helo end 
the war, but in actuality according to^^^^^^K used 
some of the papers for personal reasons. 

aaain asked the current whereabouts 
of the the Pentagon Papers at which time he 

reaffirmed his unwillingness to disclose their location 
until some concessions were made. These consisted of the 
drooping of all state and federal charges and the return 
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of his belonqinos and passport as it was his desire to leave 
the country. 


^, then stated he knew of some information 
which would assist in the location of BERNARDTNE DOHRN, 
oresently listed on the FBI Tod Ten Most Wanted list, but 
declined to provide this information until above same 
concessions were met. 


statement reoardina 


also declined to furnish a siqned 
the above information at this time. 


8 








Daniel Ellsberg has publicly stated that 
he obtained and xeroxed official government 
records for release to the American press. 

These papers have subsequently been called 
the "Pentagon Papers." 

The Jewish Defense League (JDL), founded in 
1968, is composed primarily of young Jewish 
militants who consider themselves as defenders 
of "Jewish Rights." Demonstrations attempting 
to dramatize the Jewish problem in Russia and 
similar demonstrations against Arab establish¬ 
ments have often resulted in violence. Rabbi 
Meir Kahane, founder and National Director, 
has stated publicly on many occasions that 
violence is sometimes necessary to accomplish 
the aims of the JDL. 

Louis Armstrong is the late negro musician 
of world renown. 

Bernadine Dohrn is currently listed on the 
FBI Top Ten Wanted List. 

Judge Buckley: San Francisco indices contain 
no information identifiable with Judge Buckley. 
Further identifying information on Judge 
Buckley not available . 
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ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (65-7^060) 
^SAC,^CLEVEIAND (65-3521) (P) 


SUBJECT: <sJ4C LEK, 

sio- 

Re Cleveland airtel to Bureau, 10/19/72, 
which indicated DANIEL ELLSBERG would speak at Case- 
Western Reserve University (CWRU), Cleveland, Ohio, 
on that date. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are two xerox copies 
each of three newspaper accounts which appeared in Cleveland 
area newspapers following ELLSBERG's appearance. Enclosed 
for Los Angeles is one xerox copy each of these accounts. 



_ who has furnished 

reliable information in the past, attended ELLSBERG's 
speech and st^e^^nm-oximately 350 - 400 people were in 
attendance. the basic idea of his speech was 

to speak of President NIXON in the 

upcoming elect ion felt ELLSBERG was attempting to 

gain support of thos^present at his speech by indicating 
there would be some type of repressive action taken against 
those who do not support the Vietnam policy of the President 
» following NIXON's re-election. 5 

Vjp- Bureau (Enc. 6) (RM) ^ 

2 - Los Angeles (Enc. 3) (RM) 

2 - Cleveland REC'ZS £ A"- 7Vii 6 O 


GJS/cac / 
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Special Agent in Charge 


CPO : 1870 O - 403-735 
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below) __ 
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at teach-in Thurs. 

1 


y Daniel Ellsberg, the central 
figure in the release of the Pen;, 
tagon Papers to the Americar 
^public, will be the featurec) 
speaker at a public teach-in 
Vneeting this Thursday night ir^ 
Ihe Student Union Ball Room. ' 
Appearing with him will be Dr. 
E W. Pfeiffer, a leading authority 1 
on the ecological effects of 
bombing in Indochina. 

The meeting is being spon¬ 
sored by the University Circle 
Teach-in Committee, the In¬ 
dochina Peace Campaign, and, 
the UUSG speakers bureau, to 
emphasize that the war in 
Southeast Asia remains an 
urgent issue in the November 
elections. j 

The Teach-in Committee, 
fnade up of antiwar faculty, staff 
*nd students at CRWU, hat/ 
been actively opposed to our in¬ 
volvement in Vietnam since 
1965, first under President John¬ 
son and then under President 
N»xon. 

The Indochina Peace Cam¬ 
paign, a recently formed, 
nationally coordinated effort 
wrh similar aims, also plans 
other major public meetings in 
the Cleveland area in the last 
week in October, featuring Jane 
Fonda. Tom Havden, and others 
The teach-in is free and open to 

ihe public, and will begin at 8:00 
l>.m. * 

As the result of making the * 
Pentagon Papers available to 
the public in June, 1971, Daniel 
Ellsberg has since been brought 
to trial in federal court in Los 
Angeles on charges which 
could bring a sentence of more 
than 100 years in prison. A stay 
in the trial has been granted by 
the U.S. Supreme Courts 
-following a defense challenge 
pn matters concerning evidence 
bollected by the government. 


. Meanwhile. Ellsberg has 
fraveled widely over the country; 
appearing before many kinds Oj : 
^audiences, and on televisior 
and radio, to educate th^ 
American people about the real 
history of our involvement in the 
Indochina war. Ellsberg's book. 
Papers on the War, explaining 
his own part, first in supporting 
and then opposing this longest 
conflict in American history, was 
published this summer. $ 

* Dr. E.W. Pfeiffer, professor of 
zoology at the University of 
‘Montana, participated in tHe 
work of the University Circle 
Teach-in Committee while 
studying at CWRU in 1965-1966. 
Later, visiting battle zones in In¬ 
dochina, he witnessed the 
destruction of the ecology 
resulting from air attacks. In par¬ 
ticular, he investigated the 
wrecking of forest areas and 
^riculture by defoliation, bomt! 
cratering, and*deep plowing. 

• The teach-in program on Ocj 
tober 19th will also include 
student presentations of 
graphics, slides, poetry, and 
dance, emphasizing the human 
dimensions of the war and the 
lives and culture of the people 
of Indochina. Following the 
regular program there will b^ 
^workshops and smaller 
meetings on various aspects of| 
ihe war, lor those interested, j 
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Ellsberg j- 
'talk here 

1 I 

hits Nixon 

* ,_ it 


, By BARBARA WEISS 

Dr.nie! EEsborg, who re- 
teased secret papers giving 
tVmericaiis a behind-the r 
scenes view of Pentagon 
w a'r maneuvering, warned 
here tha. a landslide victo¬ 
ry for President Nixon 
would, in effect, turn the 
Congress, courts and the 
press into presidential pup¬ 
pets. 

Addressing a n anti-war 
teach-in at Thwir.g Hall on 
the campus of Case Western 
Reserve University, Ellsberg 
■said that all three agencies 
would be lined up in fronf- 
jof thp White House a day 
f after such a victory waiting 
for their orders. 

Ellsberg told his audience 
that McGovern is the best 
candidate in years adding: 

“I believe he can end the 
war and that Nixon will not. , 
It’s the difference between i 
war and peace." ' »| 

I ELLSBERG CONCEDED | 
.that McGovern rn i g h t not , 
*win bid urged bis audicncd • 
to the gqal of depriving Nix-! 
o n of a landslide victory j 
which he believes could lead 
to repression. 

Challenging the portrait 
of Nixon being drawn by 
t h « president’s supporters, 
Ellsberg said. 

"Nixon is being heralded 
hs the peace cancidate be-? 
cag&e of his trips to China; 
nd Russia. - j 

“But what of Vietnam?” 


r ELLSBERG CHARGE!? 
that in failing to keep hi! 
ij r o m 1 s e to end the warj 
Nixon has even undermined 
the credibility Of his oppol 
nents, leading many to be¬ 
lieve that if Nixon and h>s 
predecessors lied and ma¬ 
nipulated the public, what 
hope is there that a new 
man will step in and end 
the wan 

Ellsberg also turneda 
critical eye on the news me¬ 
dia saying that "it excusef 
Itself for not educating the 
people hy saying that they 
ttlje people) don't care.” i 



il Daniel ■iilfclrtrg V 
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By Carl Kovac f 

■§ A landslide victory next 
ihonth vsuld give President 
tr i x o n carte blanche tc 

1 a m ? down on First 
Araendiri.it freedoms, Dan¬ 
iel Ellsberg said here yes¬ 
terday. 

Ellsberg, the central fig¬ 
ure in the release of tho 
Pentagon Papers to the 
American public, came to 
Cleveland to speak at an 
antiwar teach-in at Thwing 
Hall, Case Western Reserve # 
Uni vers ity. ^ 

IIE URGED student^, faev, 
ulty. and,*noncampus 'syni^ 
pathizer^-at the teae&ht p> 
Aisca.^"h/>y-^ciT.ic^'m they- 

Sential race and work'tt* 
&ect Sen. George S.. Me^ - 
Gcvern. 

In an interview at his ho¬ 
tel earlier in the day, Ells- 
.. berg contended: “Nixon’s 
failure to end the w*ar as he 
had promised has, in effect, 
driven the last nail into stu¬ 
dents’ disbelief of politi¬ 
cians. He has actually un¬ 
dermined the credibility of 
any opponent who promises' 
to end the war. Iwant stu¬ 
dents to : understand that a 
■ cynical, ax^hetic.mind rep- 
resontr m aapulation by the 
Ucdmims .ration.” 

: n Emphasizing that/ he is 
(jot part of the McGover^ 
Mrurnpaign^; Ellsberj&j .said, 
ibai even if what he is dOin£ 
' ; Utalking to students and 
ythers across thexounlry—; 
*2ias the effect of reducing 
Dixon’s margin of victory, 
.hfs a Worthy goal-” * v 


, He stated that *‘a lancb 
plide would remove much 
Institutional resistance U 
iNixon’s politics. He'd Jia^t* 

, a free hand to reduce the 
freedoms of the First 
* Amendment. The day alter 
a Nixon landslide,-senators, 
judges and editors would, in 
effect, be standing aUutten- 
tion wailing for their or¬ 
ders.” •: ' v ' • 

ASKED V/HAT ho Ihcught 
o: McGovern, Ellsberg was 
enthusiastic. “If you-con¬ 
cede every human limJta- 
ftion attributed.to him. 

' fie’s still almost. aunitaCU; 
lous’~candidate. He’s really. 
Hhe best we’ve seen in <i 
generation. It’s very unfair ; 
to see him as a lesser evil. I 
think George McGovern .is j 
much more than that.” 

Ellsberg said he does not j 
blame the Nixon adminis- j 
tration .for all of the coun- • 
try’s current problems, 
x These problems, he said, 
have been building up 
Through a succession of ad- ’ 
ministrations. „ 

At - Thwing Hall, he told 
those at the teach-in that 
‘•'next menth will be very ; 
significant because i 4 '.io*rl; • 

the most proimse for pohu- 

cal activity you’ll have for 
Is o m e time. It’s the bests 
ichance to end tho wur. Nix* 
(on’s re-eiccticn practically 
^guarantees four moro ycar^ 
of war.” 


/•: v// 
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information will be made- known because of the effect 
it would have on then and their other chi^^^j^^They 
have been pushing for the prosecution of for 

their son’s murder by furnishing the Arlington Police 
Department ea^^^^^mation that they have learned 
concerning by visiting the local district 

attorney the status of this case, Tilling 

interview on y/£‘j>/ 72, they*'stated that while _______ 

was in Arlington, out on b ail awai ting trial fcTTTTbtr 
son’s elderly MBtaJ e re very fearful 

that might harm uien^ecSfrsc of their activity 

in c-ppoHingbaj 1 end trying t o ret 
started. As a result of the 
might try to bring out the fa (ft that 
was a homosexual in some spectacular rasaxon u./ 

him with the ELL£Bli»G case. 

i 1 

Another reason could be based on the fact that 
e annrehenrted 3r< Ca3.3forn3a where there h ne 
3755 ^ 0^*0 a rfce,* err^ideiabie publicity concerning the 
FLLb’BERO case and he may feel that by linking himself 
with that case he may lie able to plead that v.he resultant 
publicity would prejudice his getting, a fair trial at 
this tine which could delay a trial in either California 
cr Massachusetts. 



The records: of the 
cere made ay ail? able to ““ 


9 / 23 / 


, ... 


b.v 


It should be noted that._ 

victim’s father, sat in on the interview of 
however, since he h as recent}_y__£_uf fered r» shock vaiici* 
impairs bin speech, peke for both parents. 
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DANIEL ELLS WHO; 


ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO. JR. 
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r.'* ■, , 1 ;e j‘i ic concerning tno wuj her oi' 

’hich occurred on August *% 19 '/ 2 , at Arlington* 
Ehs sec husetts, to o Special Agent < r the lode re c 

. This file reflected that. 

'routed at the scene of i:;c 


rr^n « 


(} 


ipnrtr.cn t building. Ax Mr 


fro m 


_ me v:capcn ueeo in 

and when T?"" 1 " 1 .-:™ arrested he was asked v;ho shot* 
and he replied. "I die.'’ Further intorvi 
was discontinued when his attorney ed\ or.;: 


C ' ’ 



to pay anything to the interviewing police •.->.. cent 


_oc’ nubscouan < T\,\ ■ on *20, COO 

bail on tHT^mTuT^T^C!large and :Cc.!'d vhr ... j.-c. . Macsecn*'*r 

Ho did not appear for his trial. 


_ _ft ay :i.r - c d a J r c c 1 a 1 ' \e r 

involved i.ii various crimes in recent z reecu 

cashed more than £1,000 in Travel^^^Jbcckr of 
Rational City Bank of New York, ^^^^roscr: bed f| 
aj- a pathological Her njjMMjHcvcTv/: have a mu. j 
problem. He^oddeci th'ilqggg£J5Qhe.c c.-poratrd as e 
"smooth con man" who coxu^ureeent a made up story cn x.-y 


matter. 


irtment investigated a 
murder wuich re/leet 

that^^^ppp^phad provided tn a cony cd 

had stolen and not p-xid ^ 

oTTRTs examination. He stated that investu.;r7w?m7io 
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[currently confined Alameda County Jail, 
Alameda, California, has offered information for purpose of discrediting the 
public image of Daniel Ellsberg as well as information concerning the present 
whereabouts of Weatherman fugitive Bernadine Dohrn. San Francisco Office 
of opinion no further action should be taken based on information he has 
furnished to date. Attached is airtel to interested offices concurring with 

San Francisco's opinion. „„ / . ilf^f M 

A t V/ ) (vj Y -Ubr 

currently confined Alameda 

County Jail, AlamedaTCalifornia, on bad check and stolen automobile 
charges an djj^waiting extradition proce edings c oncerning charg e of 
murdering_ 

request and with Bureau approval he w as interviewe d in the presence of 
his attorney. He contended the murder^§^|^^^occurred as a result 
of an argument over distribution of money obtainecHrom sale of copies of 
Pentagon papers to Soviets.. During 5/71 he andJQ^QSconspired to extort 
money from Ellsberg using the threat of exposure of homosexual ^tivities 
between Ellsberc^ind^BW£!^3^o tarnish Ellsberg’s public image^(|| 
suggested toJ^aSEwmanieobtain some of the Pentagon papej^a^a^nent 
because of their salability. Sometime between 5/19 and 6/l0/'n^BPffl^ 
was able to obtain about 100 papers from Ellsberg which had neve^been 
published. Since some of the papers had previously been pub lished it was 
decided an attempt should be made to sell them to the Soviets, 
furnished a rambling account of subsequent events leading to a c ontacl 
between 7/1-7/7/71 with a Soviet in a New York City hotel where! 
received $2500. This contact was initiatec^irough the Sovie^Consulate in 
New York Ci ty, and was unknown to On 8/5/7^J|^^p(^iccused 

j^fcf meeting with the Soviets and ke eping the mon ey fCTT~hi moo J£.«^ 

During a violent argument and in self-defense,flH[^BE^&hQt him. 

20 NOV 9 |9V* 

M^S^^^pcontended although he has never mol Bq^ nadine 
Dohrn he is awar^ma^he is traveling and residing with a "friend" whose“*“ 
address and name he could provide after several telephone calls. 
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Memorandum for Mr. Miller 
RE: MC LEK 



agreed to provide information leading to the 
location of Dohrn as well as copies of the 100 pages of the Pentagon papers 
provided it was agreed in writing by the FBI that he be payed $25,000, all 
Federal charges pending against him dropped and various other concessions 
concerning personal property seized by local authorities. 

advised of the penalities for furnishing false 
statements to FBI Agents and further that no promises could be made to him 
with respe ct to conditions he had enumerated. 

OBSERVATIONS: 

~^BBBB& attorne y has described him as a prolific liar. It 
should b e noted none of the Pentagon papers were published prior to 6/13/71 
jilthough reference to such publication during 5/71. 

_ i made reference to ruining Ellsberg's public image in 5/71. Other 

than die academic community, several antiwar groups, and prior friends 
in U.S. Government Ellsberg had never been h( 



This 

would have been a half a month beford^BUg^jjy^^Uleged meeting with 
the Soviet in New York City where there is no Soviet Consulate. Investigation 
of Ellsberg’s activities and associates indicated Ellsberg to h ave been a 

"ladies man” rather than a homosexual. NeitherI _ 

came to notice in Ellsberg investigation. Informauor^eceived from 
Massachusetts authorities relative to outstandin g murder charge against 

& as well a s interview olfl^BR§|B arei rt s does not substantiate 
anyM^BpjHHB statements relauv^^unePentagon papers. Investigation 
offl&gliyiigj} on bad check and stolen automobile charges did not develop 
formauonindicating him to have any New Left connections. It is unlikely 
he has any positive information concerning whereabouts of Dohrn. 

Interviewing Agents are of opinion^BiF^’M allegations 
are contrived to alleviate his participation in killing^^Bggland use of FBI 
to show cooperation with law enforcement for purposeoHielping him in future 
court proceedings. San Francisco of opinion no further action should be 
taken in this matter. 


ACTION: 

Attached air tel being sent pertinent offices advi sing no further 
action should be taken with respect to information furnished bj 
and specifically that San Francisco should not initiate further contact with 
him. 
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NR005 PH C0D£ 

12:35PM URGENT 11-7-72 SDB 

TO ACTLNG DIRECTOR (65-74060) ATTN: DOMINTEL 
BOSTON (65-5236) 

LOS ANGELES (105-27952) 

PHILADELPHIA (65-6436) 2 P 

SIO. 


FROM 



Mr. Cl.v.iond 
Mr. Ccmcrd _ 

Mr. r<i!;cv _ 

Mr. PflS' 07 f!t 
Mr. ; 

Mr K, tri s i ^ 

Mr. KifcflL 

Mi. Pi:: •.* ^ 

Mr. S*'* «r»* 

Mr. V/rJ>rs 
Tele, r.c-m __ 

Mr. KHI* - _ 

Mr. Ar*-strong 

M*. Herr*ig _ 

Mr*. Neenaa _ 



\ 


THE "PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER" IN ITS NOVEMBER SIX SEVENTY TWO 
EDITION CARRIED AN ARTICLE ON PAGE FORTY NINE REFLECTING DANIEL . 
ELLSBERG WAS SCHEDULED TO LECTURE AT TEMPLE UNIVERSITY, PHILADELPHIA, 
PA., AT TV/0 P. M., ON NOVEMBER SIX LAST. HIS VISIT TO TEMPLE WAS 
SPONSORED BY THE STUDENT UNION BOARD. ^ 

THE SAME NEWSPAPER ON NOVEMBER SEVEN INSTANT REPORTED THAT 
ELLSBERG HELD A PRESS CONFERENCE AT TEMPLE UNIVERSITY ON NOVEMBER 
SIX SEVENTY TWO. THE ARTICLE REPORTING ON THE PRESS CONFERENCE IN 
BART READ, "ELLSBERG FACING CHARGES OF STEALING CLASSIFIED MATERIAL 
AND ESPIONAGE FOR LEAKING THE PENTAGON PAPERS TO THE NEW YORK TIMES. 

&y '//><•« ■' trob 

END PAGE ONE —_ _ ——> 
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PH 65-6436 
PAGE TWO 

IS PETITIONING THE SUPREME COURT TO HEAR HIS CASE. HE HAD EXPECTED 
A DECISION MONDAY AND PLANNED THE PRESS CONFERENCE TO GIVE HIS 
REACTION." ELLSBERG ALSO TALKED ABOUT THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION. 


ADMINISTRATIVE 


PHILADELPHIA WILL FORWARD COPIES OF NEWSPAPER ARTICLES CONCERNING 
aLSBERG* S VISIT TO THE BUREAU UNDER SEPARATE COVER. 
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TCDFRAl BUREAU Or INVTSna\T10M 
'COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 


NR 009 y SF CODE 
llr^PM NITEL 11/1/7? EJG 
ACTING DIRECTOR 
ATTN: DID 

BOSTON 

CHICAGO (176-1103) 

LOS ANGELES 

/* 

NEW YORK 

FROM: SAN FRANCISCO 
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Mr. roll 


Mi. Baker 


Mr. Bishop 


Mr. Callahom - 
Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Ccnrcd _ 

Mr. Dulbey _ 


Mr. GebhaTdl 
Mi. Jenkins _ 



Mr. Marshall ' 

Mr. Miller. ES./ 
Mr. Furvi* 

Mr. Soyars 


it£ 


Mr. V/cJIcts 
Tel®. Room „ 
Mr. Kinley _ 


Mr. Armstrong _ 

Ms. Hcrwig __ 

Mr*. Noonan . 


lek, sio, bufile six five dash seven four zero six ZERO 
"FRANCISCO file! 

FUGITIVE (WEATHFU6), io NUMBER FOUR THRE^IX 
UFAP DASH *09 ACTION, ARL DASH CONSPIRACY, TOP TEN 

__ L ?A N 

>C0 FILE 
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/RE SAN FRANCISCO .INTEL TO T'g&lfl&u, OCTOBER THIRTY , 

Lf 7/oCo- l{0 70 


LAST, CAPTIONED MC LEK. 

FOR INFORMATION OF CHICAGO DIVISION, 


O 

o 

£ 


WHO IS CURRENTLY CONFINED AT THE ALAMEDA COUNTY “il° V 9 ’ 972 


ON Bad check and STOLEN AUTOMOBILE CHARGES and IS AWAITING 
octradition proceedings on murder charges furnished information 

0 EFFECT THAT MURDER OF FELLOv^^B^H|M^BHHHMi^^^M 

OCCURRED IN ARGUMENT OVER DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS J^/ 
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D PAGE ONE 
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PACE TWO 


SF 65-6076 


OBTAINED FROM SALE OF ELLSBERG PENTAGON PAPERS TO SOVIETS AND 
THAT HE IS AWARE OF LOCATION OF DO HR N. 

ON OCTOBER THREE ONE, LAST, DVISED THAT HE WAS 

WILLING TO FURNISH THE LOCATION OF DOHRN PROVIDED THAT THE FOLLOW¬ 
ING CONDITIONS ARE MET BY THE BUREAU: 

ONE DASR- PAYMENT OF TWENTY-FIVE-THOUSAND DOLLARS. 

TWO DASH DROPPING OF ANY FEDERAL CHARGES PENDING AGAINST 

HIM. 


THREE DASH ALLWING HIM FREE TELEPHONE CALLS IN PRIVATE 

A 


FOR APPROXIMATELY EIGHT HOURS. ' 

FOUR DASH RETURN OF ALL HIS PROPERTY CONFISCATED BY THE 
BERKELEY POLICE DEPARTMENT, INCLUDING HIS REGULAR AND. FRAUDULENT 
DIPLOMATIC PASSPORTS, CLOTHES, AMD BRIEF CASE WITH ITEMS ENCLOSED. 

FIVE dash return of all personal PROPERTY CONFISCATED BY 
THE MANAGEMENT OF THE MARK HOPKINS HOTEL, SAN FRANCISCO, FOR NON¬ 
PAYMENT OF BILL. 

WAS ADVISED THAT IF CONDITIONS ACCEPTED, NO 
PAYMENT WOULD BE MADE UNTIL DOHRN APPREHENDED. WAS ADVISED 

OF THE PENALTIES OF FURNISHING FALSE STATEMENTS TO BUREAU AND 
INDICATED HE HAS NEVER MET DOHRN BUT KNOWS HER LOCATION. HE ADVISED 
SHE IS CURRENTLY TRAVELING AND RESIDING WITH A FRIEND IN THE EAST AND 
COULD PROVIDE THE FRIEND’S ADDRESS AFTER A FEW CALLS. 

dl9E^INDICATED HE IS WILLING TO FURNISH INFORMATION 
FTER THE BUREAU HAS AGREED IN WRITING, SIGNED BEFORE HIS ATTORNEY, 

A PROMISE TO .MEET ABOVE CONDITIONS. 

D PAGE TWO '"l/ 
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PAGE THREE 
SF 65-6076 


IT IS NOTED THAT! 


IS AN ADMITTED HOMOSEXUAL, 


PRESENTLY CONFINED ON CHARGES INCLUDING MURDER, CLAIMS POSSISSION 


OF ELLSBERG PENTAGON PAPERS, AND LOCATION OF DOHRN.I 


ID ID 


IS NOT KNOWN TO HAVE 


NOT INDICATE KNOWLEDGE OF DOHRN UNTIL SPECIFICALLY ADVISED THAT SHE 
WAS A FUGITIVE SOUGHT BY THE BUREAU! 

ANY NEW LEFT CONNECTIONS. 

SAN FRANCISCO INTERVIEWING AGENTS ARE OF OPINION THAT 

ALLEGATIONS ARE CONTRIVED TO ALLEVIATE HIS PARTICIPATION 
IN KILLING OF ASSOCIATE AND USE THE FEI TO SHOW COOPERATION WITH LAW 
ENFORCEMENT IN ORDER TO HELP HIM IN ANY FUTURE COURT PROCEEDING. 

SAN FRANCISCO IS ALSO OF THE OPINION THAT NO FURTHER ACTION SHOULD 
BE TAKEN IN THIS MATTER. 

ARMED AND DANGEROUS - EXTREMIST. 


END 


FBI V/A RDR 
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^SFtel dated ll / 1/72 



/further action^o!! &r ^ ers concurs with e 

Wished by®s^B*£Sii ld bo taken with*V San Prm »clsco , a omn< 
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memorandum 
captioned as 


J * R. W^gbrief 

above, Jrw ; bh 


to 


«r. e. 


S. 


filler dated 


























